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OGhe Solicitors Journal. 


LONDON, OCTOBER 11, 1873. 
—_— @—— 

We unverstanp that the city of Carlisle has applied for 
and obtained a separate Court of Quarter Sessions under 
the 5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 76, s. 103, and that Mr. Herschell, 
Q.C., of the Northern Circuit, has been appointed the 
first Recorder. Mr. Herschell was called to the bar in 
Michaelmas Term, 1860, and was made a Queen’s Counsel 
in 1872. 














Tue question whether occupiers of single rooms, who 
are separately rated under the Poor Rate Assessment 
Act, 1869, to the relief of the poor, are entitled to the 
franchise as householders under Mr. Disraeli’s Reform 
Act, seems likely to again engage the attention of the 
Court of Common Pleas in Michaelmas Term. It was 
raised in 1871 in the cases of Z'hompson v. Ward (L. R. 
60. P. 327,19 W. R. C. L. Dig. 53), and Ellis v. Burch 
(ib.); but the Court was equally divided in opinion, 
Bovill, C.J., and Keating, J., considering that the occu- 


piers were entitled to vote; Willes and Brett, JJ., on 


the other hand, considering that they were not. For the 
present, therefore, each revising barrister is free to 
follow his own judgment in the matter, the Court of 
Appeal having found themselves unable to lay down any 
tule on the point. : 

The difficulty is caused by the famous interpretation 
clause of the Reform Act of 1867, according to which 
“dwelling house ’’ includes “any part of a house occu- 
pied as a separate dwelling and separately rated to the 
relief of the poor.’ It was forcibly contended in the 
Court of Common Pleas that this clause did away with 
the old rule, under the Reform Act of 1832, that no tene- 
ment could confer a vote as a“ house” unless it was 
structurally complete within itself (see Cook v. Humber, 
10 W. R. 427, 11 C. B. N.S. 33), and if a majority of the 
Court had adopted this view the decision would have enor- 
mously extended the franchise. Indeed in towns where 
the owner pays the rates under a vestry order or agree- 
ment in writing with the overseers, it would practically 
have conferred universal suffrage. For it must be 
Ytemembered that in such cases the overseer is bound, 
under 32 & 33 Vict. c. 41, s. 19, to place the occupiers’ 
names on the rate-book, and when once placed there 
they become duly “rated,” although the owner pays 
the rate. Willes, J., appears to have shrunk from sanc- 
tioning so great a change simply upon the construction 
of an interpretation clause, and held that the only effect 
of the Act of 1867 was to strike the £10 element of 
value out of the qualification of the voter, and that, 
although he no longer need occupy a house of £10 in 
Value, he still must occupy a “house” within the mean- 
ing of the decisions on the Act of 1832. “I cannot 
think,” he said, “ that the Legislature, by the interpreta- 
tion they put on the word “ dwelling-house,” meant to 
enlarge the franchise given by section 3 to such an ex- 
tent that every man who occupies any portion of a 
dwelling-house—a single room or a cupboard, of which 
he is sole tenant—shall have a right to vote as the oc- 
cupierof a “ dwelling-house” within that section, although 


no such franchise existed before, either at common law 
or under the Reform Act. That does not appear to me 
to be the proper office of an interpretation clause.” 
And again: “It is clear to my mind that, by ‘ separate 
dwelling, the Legislature meant something which is 
physically capable of being described as a dwelling- 
house, whether the separation be practical or structural. 
Taking Cook v. Humber as my guide, I adopt the latter 
expression. It must be something more than a mere 
room in a dwelling-house.” Brett, J., whilst agreeing 
in the conclusion arrived at by Willes, J., did not, how- 
ever, adopt the “structural” test. According to him 
the separation of the qualifying property must be 
practical; and where, as in both the cases then sub 
judice, the claimant occupied a room separately, but the 
passage and staircase jointly with other people, he held 
that there was no practical separation of the thing 
occupied. 

With all respect to the opinions of Bovill, C.J., and 
Keating, J., we confess that the reasoning of Willes, J., 
commends itself to our judgment as unanswerable. It 
surely can scarcely have been intended to introduce an 
entirely novel description of qualification by the inter- 
pretation clause of a statute which created in express 
terms a lodger franchise, and which is to be read as one 
with the old Reform Act. We observe that the question 
has been raised before the revising barrister at Tyne- 
mouth, and we believe that at Penryn it is the intention 
of both parties to raise it. The revising barristers will 
scarcely, we should suppose, take upon themselves finally 
to decide upon the matter, but will state cases for the 
opinion of the Court. It may be hoped that on this oc- 
casion the Court may lay down a rule for the future. If 
they should still be equally divided, the interpretation 
clause will require to be itself interpreted next session by 
the Legislature. 





Tue ComitTee on Civit Servick Expenpitvre whose 
second report we noticed some time since (ante, p. 665), 
recommended the appointment by the Crown of “ a small 
commission of inquiry’’ into the administrative depart- 
ments of the courts of justice, which should “ be so con- 
structed as to carry weight with Parliament and the 
country, and which should include persons familiar with 
the work of these establishments, and others acquainted 
with Treasury business and departmental organisation.” 
Such a Commission has just been appointed, and the 
duties assigned to it embrace inquiries as to the 
numbers, salaries, superannuations and costs, and the 
organisation, manner of appointment and of promotion 
for each establishment, and the Commission are also 
asked to recommend who ought to be responsible for the 
organisation of the establishments, and what should. be 
their relation to the Treasury. 

The gentlemen of the Treasury who were examined 
before the Parliamentary Committee leave no uncertainty 
as to what their views are on this subject. They will be 
satisfied with the absolute control over all the officers ap- 
pointed by the Lord Chancellor and at present amenable 
to him, and with nothing less. Their ideas are admirably 
described by the present Lord Chancellor, who says 
that the stated views of these gentlemen (ce. of the 
Treasury) “might to some minds possibly convey the 
impression that those on whom the law has imposed the 
duty of appointing to a vacant office connected with the 
administration of justice are justly liable to the imputa- 
tion of considering their patronage more than their duty, 
unless upon every occasion of a vacancy in any office they 
act as if there were a presumption that the office ought 
to be reduced or abolished.” There can be little doubt 
that this remark embodies not merely the impression as to 
the views of the Treasury conveyed to “‘ some minds,” 
but that which the words and actions of the department 
had conveyed.to his Lordship’s mind. 

Under the investigation to be made by the commis- 
sioners-every legal office will doubtless be strictly inquired 
imto, and in the end either reduced or increased to meet 
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the requirements of business, and to this no objection 
can be made, but we must confess to a strong feeling 
against giving to the officers of the Treasury the absolute 
control they seek, enabling them to defy the Chancellor 
and to say in effect, “ You may appoint but we shall 
decline to pay.”” Experience has but too forcibly proved 
that in the Treasury are not careful to show that they 
make the efficiency of the public service the prime consider- 
ation. At any rate we may hope that in taking evidence 
as to this matter the commissioners will not content thém- 
selves with examining only gentlemen from the Treasury 
whose ideas have already been so fully expounded before 
the Parliamentary Committee and so aptly described in 
the letter from which we have quoted. 





We print in another column some remarks recently 
made by Mr. Daniel at the sitting of the County Court at 
Clitheroe on imprisonment for debt, which furnish a 
useful contribution to the discussion of that question. 
Especially striking are the figures given with reference 
to the practical operation in that Court of the law for the 
repeal of which such energetic efforts are being made. 
It appears that between 1st January and 31st August last 
there were twenty-four summonses issued, twenty-four 
served, eleven heard, and five orders made. There was 
only one arrest, and the debtor, after being imprisoned 
four days, paid the debt and costs. Mr. Daniel’s testi- 
mony is that as far as his experience goes the jurisdiction 
is a useful one, provided always care is taken by the Court 
that the order is not made unless the Court is satisfied 
that the debtor either has or has had the means of paying. 
As to this we may again point out that even Mr. Bass’s 
Committee are constrained to admit that in deciding 
upon the debtor's ability to pay, the county court judges 
“take great pains to ascertain the facts and to adjudicate 
upon them justly and equitably.” 








JUDICIAL STATISTICS, 1872. 
Criminal Procerpincs—Pnrisons. 


The number of persons for trial in 1872 shows a de- 
crease of 1,468, following a decrease in 1871 of 1,309, 
and in 1870 of 1,740. Of the 14,801 persons sent for trial 
in 1872, it appears that 70 were tried for murder, and that 
of these 30 were convicted, of whom 7 were females. 
Of the males 14 were executed, and one strangled him- 
self in prison. The sentences of eleven, that is to say of 
8 males and 3 females, were commuted to penal servi- 
tude for life; the sentence of one female was commuted 
to penal servitude for five years, and of one to 18 months’ 
imprisonment with hard labour. One male and one 
female were removed to Broadmoor Asylum as insane. 

As regards offences against the person there is a 
decrease in 1872 of 93 in the total number sent for trial, 
but among these offences against the person is that of 
murder, in which we find an increase of 16. The total 
number brought to trial for offences against the person 
was 2,082 in 1872, and 2,175 in the previous year. For 
offences against property with violence there were 1,325 
persons brought to trial in 1872, and 1,500 in the pre- 
vious year; and for offences against property without 
violence, there were 10,225 in 1872, and 11,265 in 1871. 

The following table shows the disposal at trial of the 
14,801 who were committed in 1872, and of the 16,269 
who were committed in 1871 :— 

1872. 1871 
Not prosecuted and admitted as 

evidence 
No bills found against,...... pates 
Not guilty at trial .,..........44 





Acquitted and discharged . 
Acquitted on the ground of in- 





Detained as insane ,........ 








1872. 
Sentenced to death 30 
penal servitude... 1,514 
imprisonment, &c. 8,941 
reformatories, &c. 178 
fine, or discharged 
on sureties...... 199 





10,862 11,946 


Total committed 14,801 16,269 


The number acquitted and discharged is 26°35 
per cent. of the number committed, and this proportion 
has not varied greatly for the last ten years. The num. 
ber of persons sentenced for murder in 1872 is the 
largest number for many years. In 1871 there were only 
13, and in 1870 there were 15. 

Of the 1,514 who were sentenced to penal servitude 
the term of 14 was for life, that of 17 for more than 15 
years, that of 32 for more than 10 years, and that of 
1,451 for ten years or under. 

Twenty-one cases were submitted, in 1872, for the 
consideration of the Court of Criminal Appeal, as against 
27 in 1871 and 32 in 1870. In the result we find that 
17 convictions were confirmed, two were reversed, and 
two cases stood over to be argued before all the judges, 

The return of costs of criminal prosecutions, paid by 
her Majesty’s Treasury, is for the year 1871. By this 
return it appears that the total number of indictments 
was 14,615, and that the total amount of costs paid by 
the Treasury in respect of these indictments was 
£114,014 13s. 4d., being an average of £7 16s. for 
eachindictment. Also that the total number of summary 
proceedings under the Criminal Justice Act and the 
Juvenile Offenders Act was 17,370, costing the Treasury 
£17,174 17s., or an average of 19s. 9d. for each case, 
In the previous year the average cost of each indictment 
was twopence more, and the total cost £6,101 15s. 2d. 


' more; but the average cost of each summary proceeding 


was twopence less, and the total costs £308 10s. 4d. less, 
The twopence saving on each indictinent follows a saving 
of 4s, 1d. in 1869. 

The number of Mint cases prosecuted by the Govern. 
ment, and concluded in the year 1872, was 207, and the 
costs paid by the department of the solicitor to the 
Treasury in these cases was £1,923 16s. 4d. There were 
also 38 other cases prosecuted by the solicitor to the 
Treasury, the cost of which amounted to £2,528 8s. 11d 
In 1871 the Mint cases numbered 226, costing 
£2,341 18s. 2d., and the other prosecutions 25, at a cost 
of £4,686 lis. 6d. 

The returns for local prisons, reformatories, and in- 
dustrial schools and those for criminal lunatics, are for 
the year ending the 29th of September, 1872, and those 
for convict prisons are for the year ending the 31st of 
March, 1873. There are now 80 county and liberty 
prisons in use, and 35 city, town, and borough prisons. 
The two county prisons of Louth and Kirton, and the 
city prison of Chester, were abolished during the yeat, 
and a new county prison for the parts of Lindsey was 
opened at Lincoln. 

There were 158,141 persons committed to prison during 
the year, being 2,793 less thanin 1871; but this decrease 
was in the number of the male prisoners, the number of 
the female prisoners showing an increase of 2,948. In 
the year 1870 there was a decrease of 7,200 in the 
number of commitments, The prisoners are described 
as follows :— 


Remanded and discharged ..... ebb devine sey speudnp 
For trial at assizes and sessionS,,...,..,....00++« 
Convicted at assizes and sessions (not pre- 
viously in CUStOdY) .....s.spseeceerere nissviinate 
Convicted summarily ........ se kgahen dag 40 eh Ne ee 
Want of sureties .....c...ccscscrsecesseseesseeseres 
Debtors on civil process ....., bahee sta 
Military and naval offences... ..:s0ssssseeee oe 





ah pa eret aera Ul 2 ae Se ee ee A” a 
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We find that 57,464 of these offenders had been pre- 
viously committed to prison, of whom 1,047 had been 
sentenced to transportation or penal servitude. Those 
who had been committed more than ten times numbered 
6,444, and more than five times 7,269; 3,056 had been 
committed five times, 4,290 four times, 5,803 thrice, 9,676 
twice, and 20,925 once. In 1871 the number recom- 
mitted was 1,076, and was in the same proportion, 
namely, 1°8 per cent. of the total number, as in 1872. The 
proportion of females recommitted is always largely in 
excess of thatof the males. The proportion which the num- 
ber of prisoners under sixteen bears to the whole number 
of prisoners, exclusive of debtors and naval and military 
offenders is 6°3 per cent. In 1871 the proportion was 
60 per cent. Taking 147,073 prisoners who were neither 
debtors nor military nor naval offenders the number who 
could neither read nor write was 49,345, those who could 
read or read and write imperfectly were 92,126, those 
who could read and write well were 4,892, while 223 had 
received superior instruction and the degree of instruction 
of 487 was not ascertained. The benefits of the Educa- 
tion Act have not as yet made their mark upon this por- 
tion of the returns. The classification of the occupations 
of these 147,073 prisoners is as follows. The parallel 
numbers for 1871 are also given. 

1872. 1871. 

No occupation 19,834 18,742 

Domestic servants 4,833 4942 

Labourers, charwomen, needlewomen 68,186 70,533 

Factory workers 7,805 

Mechanics and skilled workers 25,076 

Foremen and overlookers of labour ... 132 

Shopmen, shopwomen, clerks, &c. .., 2,292 2,202 

Shopkeepers and dealers 5,420 5,876 

Professional employments 371 327 


Sailors, marines, soldiers 4,677 
Prostitutes ...........ccccscccereceesseeeeee 9,101 8,456 
Occupation not ascertained 326 


147,073 149,094 


There were 17,572 prisoners at the beginning of the 
year 1872, and 158,141 were committed during the year 
and 3,334 were removed between local prisons, making a 
grand total of 179,047 prisoners in all local prisons 
during the year, who were disposed of in the following 
manner :— 

Removed from local prisons :— 

To Government prisons 

To County and Borough prisons 

To Reformatory schools,............0....02+08 
To Lunatic asylums ..............: 

Discharged :— 

On pardon or commutation ........ pusdeveses 
On ticket of leave 
On termination of sentence 

Bailed (after committal) .................. sane 

Escaped ........ Sretuvlcaseskachiet ce aah Kbabkcaados 

Committed suicide 

Died 

Executed ............ aneanetas segediredsiaues aca cheves 


There remained therefore in prison at the end of the 
year 17,406 prisoners, of whom 276 were debtors. This 
shows a decrease of 166 prisoners at the end of the year 
from the number at the beginning, the decrease in the 
number of debtors being 35. 

During the year 1872, the number of prisoners under 
sentence of hard labour was 89,863, being a decrease of 
1,513 from the number in the previous year. There 
Were 202 deaths among prisoners, being 9 less than in 
1871, and being in the proportion of 1 to every 869°8 of 
the total number of prisoners during the year. The 
cases of sickness were 82,004, including 201 cases of 
insanity. The number of this class of cases was 2,473 
9p gaa in 1871, but the cases of insanity were less 


Offences against prison discipline show an aggregate 








number of 52,668 punishments, being 180 less than in 
1871. The punishment of whipping for this class of 
offences was administered in 164 cases, 169 were put in 
irons, 14,994 into solitary or dark cells and 37,401 suf- 
fered stoppage of diet, &c. 

Prison officers numbered 2,508, being one for 6°9 
of the daily average number of prisoners; the propor- 
tion of the previous year was one to 7°4. 

In the year 1872 prison buildings and establishments 
cost £622,798 14s. 8d., being £27,343 4s. 2d. more than 
in 1871, bnt in that year the expenditure under this 
head was £72,031 4s. 7d. less than in 1870. The cost in 


) 1872 was divided as follows:—Extraordinary charges 


£149,158 2s. 10d.; ordinary annual charges 
£100,305 53. 10d.; officers £230,871 6s. 7d.; and 
prisoners £142,463 19s. 5d. The increase in the expen- 
diture is more than accounted for in the item of extra- 
ordinary charges which in 1871 only amounted to 
£118,073 10s. 5d. The total average cost per prisoner 
was £35 lls. 6d., or omitting extraordinary charges 
£27 1s. 1d. The total average cost exceeds that for 
1871 by £3 6s. 8d. The lowest average cost per prisoner 
in any one prison was £16 10s. 5d. at Barnstaple 
Borough Prison, with a daily average of 12 prisoners, 
and the highest £124 13s. 3d. at Lincoln County 
Prison, with a daily average of 11 prisoners. 
Oakham, which used to exhibit the highest average 
cost per prisoner, no longer occupies that unenviable posi- 
tion. 

The sura of £622,798 14s. 8d., the total cost of prisons 
during the year 1872, was provided as follows:— 
£54,288 18s. 1d. consisted of prison receipts, including 
£46,617 2s. 3d., the profits of prisoners’ labour; 
£468,435 4s. 6d. was paid out of local rates or funds, 
and the remainder, being £100,074 12s, 1d., was derived 
from the public revenues. 

The returns relating to convict prisons are for the 
year ending the 31st of March, 1873, and comprise the 
returns of the ten prisons remaining in use for convicts 
under sentence of penal servitude. At the beginning of 
the year 1872-3 there were 9,732 convicts undergoing 
sentence, and there were 1,939 received from county and 
borough prisons during the year, making together 11,671. 
In the previous year the number of convicts at the be- 
ginning of the year was 9,553, and during the year 2,042 
were received, making a total of 11,595. The 11,671 
convicts in prison during the year 1872-3 were disposed 
of as follows :—215 were discharged on termination of 
their sentence, 1,595 on tickets of leave, 5 on medical 
grounds, 10 on commutation of their sentence, and 7 
were pardoned. Besides those discharged we find that 
151 died in prison, 3 committed suicide, and 1 escaped, 
making altogether 1,987 convicts disposed of during the 
year, and leaving 9,684 prisoners in convict prisons at the 
end of the period. It will be observed that there is a 
decrease of 48 in the number left at the end of the year 
from the number at the beginning. The number dis- 
charged on tickets of leave in the previous year was only 
1,491, and during the same period the number who died 
was 147, The total number of punishments in convict 
prisons for prison offences was 25,613, as against 25,957 
in the previous year, or a decrease of 344. Of these 
punishments 81 are described as “corporal.” The total 
number of prison officers was 1,677, being 35 more than 
in 1872; and of this number 165 were females. 

Convict prisons cost the country £317,287 8s. 11d. in 
the year 1872-3, giving an average of £30 14s. 9d. asthe 
cost of each convict. This is an increase of £3,654 10s.1d. 
in the expenditure, and a decrease of 9s. 9d. in the 
average cost of each convict, following an aggregate de- 
crease of £2 8s. 3d. in the four previous years on the 
average cost of each convict. Deducting the value of 
labour, exclusive of employment in the service of the 
prisons, the net cost of convict prisons is £111,686 11s, 4d., 
and the net annual average cost per prisoner £10 16s. 5d. 
Portsmouth and Chatham arejthe only convict prisons 
where the annual earnings exceeded the cost of main- 
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tenance; and in the one case the amount of excess was 
£3 13s. per prisoner, and in the other £5 16s. 

There were two new reformatory schools certified 
during the year 1872, making 53 schools of this descrip- 
tion now in existence. These schools are for offenders 
who have been previously sentenced to a term of im- 
prisonment of ten days, or longer. During the year 
1,348 offenders were committed to reformatory schools, 
being 42 more than in the previous year; the terms for 
which they had been previously imprisoned varied from 
10 days up to 5 years and upwards, and by far the 
larger proportion had suffered the longer term. At the 
beginning of the year it appears that there were 4,368 
inmates of reformatory schools, and that these, added to 
the 1,348 committed during the year, and 123 received 
from other schools, re-admitted, &c., make a total of 
5,839 during the year. Of these it appears that 849 
were discharged by order from the Secretary of State, or 
permitted out on licence; 420 were discharged on com- 
pletion of their term; 57 absconded, and were not re- 
taken; 14 were committed to prison for refractory 
conduct ; 41 were removed to other certified reformatory 
schools; and 34 died, making 1,415 disposed of, and 
leaving 4,424 under detention at the end of the year, or 
56 more than at the beginning. The total number of 
those previously commitied to prison who were com- 
mitted to reformatory schools during the year was 634, 
leaving 714 as the number who had not been previously 
committed to prison. Of these 1,348 children, who were 
ali under 16 years of age at the time of commitment, 
the degree of instruction is thus tabulated :— 


Neither read nor write ................cssccees 
Read, or read and write imperfectly 

Read ard write well 

Superior instruction 

Instruction not ascertained ..........000.6 


The Treasury paid £66,936 7s. 11d. on account of 
teformatory schools during the year 1872, being 
£916 3s. 1d. more than in 1871. The sums recovered 
from parents amounted to £3,124 10s. 9d., being 
£468 14s, 8d. more than in the previous year. 

The Feltham Industrial School was provided under a 
local Act for male offenders convicted of offences com- 
mitted within the County of Middlesex who are above 7 
and under 14 years of age, and who may be sent to the 
school without a previous committal to prison. There is 
@ separate return of the boys committed to Feltham 
under the local Act, those committed to this school 
under the Industrial Schools Act. being included in the 
return of other industrial schools. Under the local Act 
64 boys were committed to Feltham, as against 116 
during the year 1871. There were 279 boys in the school 
at the beginning of the year, making, with those com- 
mitted during the year, 343, as against 384 in the previous 
year. Of these 343 it appears that 65 were discharged 
under orders of the Secretary of State or on leave of 
absence, 53 on completion of their time, and 2 died, 
leaving 223 under detention at the end of the year. It 
appears, therefore, that the boys detained at Feltham 
under the local Act were 56 less at the end of the year 
than at the beginning. The gross cost of Feltham In- 
dustrial School under the local Act was at the rate of 
£24 lis. 64. per head, but the net cost per head is 
stated as £14 13+. 24., and we presume this takes into 
account the value of the boys’ labour. The amount 
received from parents was £140 7s. 24. 

There are 71 industrial schools certified by the Secre- 
tary of State, being 4 more than appeared in the returns 
of last year. The number committed to these schools in 
1872 was 1,822, being lees by 72 than in the previous 
year. At the beginning of the year there were 5,798 
under detention, and 156 were received from other 
whools, re-amitted, kc, making 7,786 as the whole 
number during the year. Of these it appears that 827 
were discharged on the termination of their sentence, and 





327 on licence, leave of absence, or on entering service; 
45 absconded, and were not retaken, 125 were removed to- 
other schools, and 76 died, so that 6,386 were left under 
detention at the end of the year, being 588 more than at 
the beginning. So far as it appears in the returng 
(which in this respect are imperfect) the total cost of 
industrial schools was £103,899 13s. 6d., as against 
£92,130 9s. 10d. in 1871. The amount received from 
parents was £3,299 15s. 8d., as against £2,633 7s. 1d, 
in 1871. 

The number of criminal lunatics under detention in 
the several asylums, hospitals, and licensed houses, during 
the year ending the 29ti of September, 1872, was 875, 
being 13 more than in 1871. Of this number 30 died 
during the year, 2 committed suicide, 3 escaped, 24 were 
discharged on becoming sane, 13 were removed sane for 
trial or punishment, 23 were removed to other asylums,. 
and 101 ceased to be criminal lunatics, their sentences 


having terminated. All these amount to 196, and leave- 


679 as the number under detention as criminal lunatics 
at the end of the year, being 27 more than at the be 


ginning. There were among these criminal lunatics. 


196 charged with murder, and 155 with attempts to. 
murder, &c. 

The different funds charged with the cost of criminal 
lunatics contributed as follows in 1872 :— 


£3,398 7 1 

81319 8 
6,672 12 1 
26,083 8 4 
1,166 18 11 


County rates 

Borough rates and funds 
Parish rates 

Public revenues 

Private funds 


£38,185 6 1 
At Broadmoor, the State Asylum, where 562 of the 


total number of criminal lunatics are confined, the average: 


cost per head was £61 2s. 10d., as against £65 5s. 9d. in 
1871. In 35 county asylums the average cost per head 
was £23 15s. 7d. in 1872, and £24 12s. 6d.in 1871. In 
seven city and borough asylums it was £32 5s. 10d. in 
1872, and £31 6s. 2d. in 1871. It is remarkable that 
the average cost at Broadmoor still continues to so far 
exceed that of other asylums. 








LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 
Tue Supreme Court or JupIcATURE. 

Cav. LXVI.—An Act for the constitution of a Supreme 
Court, and for other purposes relating to the adminis« 
tration of justice in England ; and to authorise the 
transfer to the Appellate Division of such Supreme 
Court of the Jurisdiction of the Judicial Committee 
of Her Majesty's Privy Council. 

Lord Houghton has recently described the late session 
as “not fruitful in measures of higher legislation.” 
We do not know what his lordship’s standard of 
fruitfulness may be, or what he means by “ higher 
legislation,’ but it is difficult to conceive of a more 
important result of legislative labour than this Act. 
We cannot pretend within our present limits to do more 
than give a general outline of the measure, leaving for 
subsequent articles the discussion m detail of many of 
its more important provisions. 

The Supreme Court is to be formed by the consolida- 
tion of the Courts of Chancery, Queen’s Bench, Common 
Pleas, Exchequer, Admiralty, Probate, Divorce and 
Matrimonial Causes, and the London Court of Banke 
ruptey. Itis to consist of two permanent divisions, 
“Her Majesty's High Court of Justice” and “ Her 
Majesty's Court of Appeal.” ‘The first judges of the 
High Court are to be the Lord Chancellor and the exist 
ing Equity and Common Law Judges of first instance, 
the Judge of the Probate and Divorce, Court, and the 
Judge of the Admiralty Court, except such (if any) 
of them as may be appointed “Ordinary” J 
of the Court of Appeal, Vacancics may be 
up by letters patent, with this provivo, that i the 
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total number of Puisne Justices and Junior Barons 
who shall become Judges of the High Court shall 
exceed twelve, the vacancy caused by the death or 
resignation of any such judge shall not be filled 
up while such total number shall exceed twelve. In 
making this proviso the Act states an intention that the 
permanent number of Judges of the High Court shall 
not exceed twenty-one. But twelve Puisne Judges and 
Junior Barons together with the Lord Chancellor and 
the other Judges mentioned in the Act, make twenty- 
two and not twenty-one. Existing Judges are, it 
but as to 
future Judges while the titles of the three Chiefs 
and the Master of the Rolls are to be preserved, 
other future Judges are to be styled in their ap- 

intment “Judges of Her Majesty’s High Court of 
Fastice.” In the absence of the Lord Chancellor the 
Lord Chief Justice of England is to be President of the 
High Court. There appears to be no express provision 
making the Lord Chancellor the President of the High 
Court. 

The Court of Appeal is to consist of ex officio Judges, 
ordinary Judges, and additional Judges. There are to be 
five ex officio Judges, namely, the Chancellor, the three 
Chiefs, and the Master of the Rolls. These are the only 
judges of the Court of Appeal who can also be judges of 
the High Court. The ordinary Judges are not to exceed 
ninein number. The first ordinary Judges are to be 
the existing Lords Justices of Appeal in Chancery, the 
existing salaried Judges of the Privy Council, and three 
others to be appointed by patent. The appointment of ad- 
ditional Judgésis optional, and, subject only to the restric- 
tions of their prescribed qualification, no limit is placed on 
their number. An additional Judge must have been 
either a Judge of one of the Superior Courts of West- 
minister, or of the Supreme Court, or a Scotch Lord 
Justice General or Lord Justice Clerk; or an Irish Lord 
Chancellor or Lord Justice, or an Indian Chief Justice of 
the High Court at Fort William in Bengal, or Madras, or 
Bombay. The additional Judges are to signify in writing 
their willingness to serve as such; they are to receive no 
salary, and will not be expected to sit in the Court of Ap- 
peal when prevented by attendance in the House of Lords 
or other reasonable impediment. As to the titles of the 


ordinary Judges, the effect of sections 6 and 11 seems |, 


to be that transformed Judges will keep their old titles 
while their successors and also all other appointed Judges 
will be styled Lords Justices of Appeal. The Lord 
Chancellor is to be President of the Court of Appeal. 

The portion of the Act now under consideration con- 
tains provisions for the general qualification of the Judges, 
their tenure of office, the oaths to be taken by them, 
their precedence, pensions, &c., into which it is unneces- 
sary for us to enter. No Judge of the Supreme Court 
is to be capable of sitting in the House of Commons. 
All the privileges and obligations of existing Judges are 
carefully preserved; and no existing Judge is to be re- 
quired to act under any commission of assize, or gaol 
delivery, unless already liable to do so. 

The salaries of existing judges are to remain unaltered. 
Those of future Judges will be as follows:—The Lord 
Chancellor, the three Chiefs, and the Master of the Rolls 
will receive the amsounts now paid to the holders of those 
Offices. Thus, the Lord Chancellor will receive £10,000 ; 
the Lord Chief Justice of England £8,000, and each of 
the other Chiefs and the Master of the Rolls £7,000, 
Each of the other Judges (except, of course the addi- 
og Judges who are to be unpaid) will receive £5,000 a 


All officers attached to the Courts whose jurisdiction is 
transferred to the High Court or Court df Appeal are 
to be attached to the Supreme Court upon the same con- 
ditions as to tenure of office, salary, &e., as if the Act 

not passed. The mode in which the business 
1s to be distributed among them is to bo sottlod by 

8 of Court, but subject to these they are to perform 

Same duties as if the Act had not passed. The 





duties with respect to appeals from the Lancaster Court 
of Chancery now performed by the Clerk of the Council 
of the Duchy of Lancaster, are, however, to be performed 
by the officers by whom like duties are to be dis- 
charged in the Supreme Court. The position of the 
secretaries, clerks, and other officers of existing Judges, 
who become Judges of the Supreme Court are also to be 
unaltered, but power is given to the Lord Chancellor, 
with the consent of the Treasury, to increase the salary 
of existing officers whose duties are increased, or on the 
occurrence of a vacancy to abolish the office or alter its 
designation or duties, or to reduce the salary. 

Judges of the High Court or ordinary Judges of the 
Court of Appeal appointed after the commencement of 
the Act, or not already having such officers, are to have 
the following officers, viz., the three Chiefs and the 
Master of the Rolls, a secretary, principal clerk, and junior 
clerk, and the others a principal clerk and a junior 
clerk. As regards the appointment of officers, the 
Lord Chancellor is to appoint all officers assigned to 
perform duties with respect to the Supreme Court 
generally, or attached to the High Court or Court of 
Appeal; the Master of the Rolls is to retain his ex- 
isting patronage in the case of certain officers attached 
to the Chancery Division; other officers attached to 
any Division of the High Court are to be ap- 
pointed by the President of that Division, and all offi- 
cers attached to any Judge by the Judge to whom they 
are attached. The latter officers are to be removeable 
by the Judge at pleasure, but other officers are te be re- 
moveable by the person having the right of appointment, 
with the approval of the Chancellor, for reasons to be 
assigned in the order of removal. Patronage not other- 
wise provided for is to be exercised by the existing Judge 
to whose office it is incident, and after his death or re- 
moval from office as her Majesty by sign manual may 
direct. The salaries of officers appointed in pursuance 
of the Act are to be determined by the Treasury with 
the concurrence of the Chancellor, and such officers, 
except Hose attached to the person of a Judge, are to be 
deemed to be employed in the permanent civil service, 
and entitled upon the same terms as other permanent 
civil servants to pensions or compensation. 

Solicitors, attorneys, and proctors of any Court, the juris- 
diction of which is transferred to the High Court or the 
Court of Appeal, are to be deemed officers of the Supreme 
Court; are to be called solicitors of the Supreme 
Court, and are to be entitled to the same privileges, and 
subject to the same obligations, as if the Act had not 
passed. They are to be admitted by the Master of the 
Rolls, and the High Court and Court of Appeal respec- 
tively, or any Division or Judge thereof, may exercise the 
same jurisdiction in respect of them as any one of the 
Superior Courts might, before the passing of the Act, have 
exercised in respect of any solicitor or attorney admitted 
to practice therein. Any person at the commencement 
of the Act authorised to administer oaths in any of the 
Courts whose jurisdiction is transferred to the High 
Court is to be a commissioner to administer oaths in ail 
causes and matters depending in ‘he High Court or 
Court of Appeal. Such commissioners are to be appointed 
by the Chancellor. 

There is to be attached to the Supreme Court a novel 
class of permanent officers, to be called official referees. 
The number and qualifications of these officers and the 
tenure of their office are to be settled by the Chancellor, 
with the concurrence of the Presidents of Divisions of the 
High Court, and with the sanction of the Treasury; and 
their salary is to be determined by the Treasury, with 
the conourrence of the Chancellor. 

The High Court is constituted a Superior Court of 
Record, and is to have transferred to it all the eriginal 
jurisdiction of the Court of Chancery (not including, 
however, the jurisdiction of the Chancellor or Lands 
Justices in relation to persons of unsound mind, or of 
the Chancellor in relation to the issue of letters patent, 
or commissions under the Great Seal, or on behalf of her 
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ajesty as visitor of any college, or other foundation, or 

the Master of the Rolls in relation to records), and 

i the jurisdiction of the Courts of Queen's Bench, 

»mmon Pleas, Exchequer, Admiralty, Probate, Divorce 

.d Matrimonial Causes, the London Court of Bank- 

.ptey, the Courts of Common Pleas at Lancaster, of 

eas at Durham, and of the Courts created by Commis- 
sons of Assize, Oyer and Terminer and Gaol Delivery, 

of the judges of such Courts respectively. Except as 
‘therwise provided in the Act, the judges of the High 
art are to have equal power and jurisdiction. 

The Court of Appeal is also constituted a Superior 
‘ourt of Record, and is to have transferred to it the 
appellate jurisdiction of the Lord Chancellor and the 
Lords Justices as a Court of Appeal in Chancery; of the 
same Court as a Court of Appeal in Bankruptcy; of the 
Court of Appeal in Chancery of the County Palatine of 
Lancaster, of the Court of the Lord Warden of the 
Stannaries, of the Exchequer Chamber, and the jurisdic- 
diction of hex Majesty in Council, or of the Judicial 





Committee upon appeals from the Admiralty Court, or !| 


from orders in lunacy. 
transferring by Order in Council to the Court of Appeal 
the remaining jurisdiction of the Judicial Committee in 
Colonial and Ecclesiastical appeals. In hearing the 

itter cases the judges of the Court of Appeal are to be 
“assisted” by such assessors being archbishops or 
bishops of the Church of England as may be directed by 
rules to be made by Order in Council, with the advice 
§ the judges of the Court of Appeal and the episcopal 
members of the Privy Council. 
state how many judges are to hear these appeals. 
to be presumed that the rules will also define the duties 
of the assessors, which the Act appears to leave wholly in- 
definite. Except as otherwise provided, all the judges of 


Provision is also made for | 


———— 
—— 


RECENT DECISIONS. 


—— 


BANKRUPTCY. 
Restrarst oF Cuancery Suir as aGainsT A Trustee y 
BankKRUPTCY. 
Ex parte Gordon, In re Dixon, L.J., 21 W. R. 690, LR, 
8 Ch. 555. 

This is not the first case tending to repress the notion, 
still prevalent in some quarters, that wherever there ig 
any question in which a trustee in bankruptcy is con 
cerned, the proper forum is the Court of Bankruptey 
and no other Court. The 72nd section of the Bank. 
ruptcy Act, 1869, is so wide in its terms that it is not 
surprising that this notion arose; but, at the same time, 
the limitation to its effect laid down in the observations 
of the Lords Justices in the present case seems so reason. 
able that it will be sufficient to state it in order that ity 
propriety may become apparent. 

A person files a bill in Chancery against two de 
fendants, showing that he is entitled to and asking for 
the taking of an account against both of them. “One @ 


| the defendants becomes a bankrupt, and his trustee is 


made a party to the suit. Ought the Court of Bankruptey 


| to restrain the prosecution of the suit as against the 


| trustee ? 


These rules are also to ° 
It is ij 


| interested became bankrupts. 
| of Bankruptcy would restrain the prosecution of the 


the Court of Appeal are to have equal power and jurisdic- ! 


tion. The Court of Appeal (subject to the provisions of the 
Act and of the rules to be made under the Act as to the 
terms upon which appeals are to be allowed) is to hear 


Both the Lords Justices intimate their opinion 
that in such a case the suit ought to be allowed to pm. 
ceed. To restrain the suit as against the trustee would 
be to cause the same account to be taken in two Courts— 
a thing plainly not to be thought of. 

The actual case before the Court of Appeal was, in all 
its important respects, similar to the case we have pat, 
with this difference, that all the defendants beneficially 
In such a case the Coutt 


suit, for the whole question would be the amounts tobe 
proved for in the several bankruptcies of the defendants 


| —a matter coming entirely within fhe province of the 


appeals from any judgment or order of the High Court, | 


and for this purpose, or the purposes of any other 
authority expressly given by the Act, is invested with 
all the power and jurisdiction conferred by the Act on 
the High Court. No appeal is to lie to the House of 


Lords or Judicial Committee from any judgment of the | 


High Court or Court of Appeal, nor from any judgment 
of the Lancaster Chancery Court subsequent to the com- 


mencement of the Act, but appeals pending at the com- 
mencement of the Act, or appeals from judgments before | 


that date may be brought to the House of Lords or to 


; 


Court of Bankruptcy. 


Time or Finine Decraration or INso.vency. 
Ransford vy. Maule, C.P., 21 W. R. 740. 

This case decides that a declaration of insolvency’ 
filed within section 6 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, whes 
itis delivered “by a properly authorised person to th 
proper officer at the proper office, with intent that 
should put it on the file.” This decision seems to & 
entirely in conformity with that pronounced by th 
Lords Justices in the case of Hx parte Atkinson, referrel 


her Majesty in Council, or to the Judicial Committee. | to ante p. 644. 


After November 2, 1874, the jurisdictions transferred by 
the Act to the High Court and the Court of Appeal are 
to be exercised exclusively by those Courts; and all 
proceedings then pending in error or on appeal, or before 
the Court of Appeal in Chancery, are to be continued 
before the new Court of Appeal; and all other pending 
proceedings are to be continued before the High Court. 
It is left to these Courts to direct whethersuch proceedings 
shall be continued in the same manner as to ure 
as they would have been continued in the Courts from 
which they have been transferred, or according to the 
ordinary course of the High Court and Court of 
Appeal respectively. In causes at the above mentioned 
time fully heard, judgment may be delivered, signed, or 
periected, as if the Act had not passed; and any judg- 
ment pertected before that date may be executed and 
entorced, or amended or discharged by the High Court 
a Cart A Appeal, as if it had been a judgment of such 
High Court or Court of Appeal. 





At the Leeds County Court, on Monday, Mr. Joseph 
Gaunt was fined 10s, by the judge, Mr. Marshall, for send. 
ing to bim letters regarding a case in which he had appeared 
as plaintiff, and in which he had obtained what he eon. 
sidered was an improper verdict. 








NOTES. 


An extradition treaty with Norway and Sweden ha 
been signed and comes into force on the 17th inst. Th 
list of crimes for which extradition can be demanded com 
prises murder, manslaughter, coining or uttering, forging 
or uttering, embezzlement, obtaining money or goods 
false pretences (in the last case, however, as r 
Norway, an exception is made if there are no ‘‘ aggra’ 
circumstances”), bankruptcy offences, fraud by a baile, 
banker, agent, factor, trustee, or director, or member@ 


public officer of any company, if made criminal by say 
law; rape, abduction, child stealing, burglary, arsoy 


robbery with violence, threats with intent to extort 
similar ion to that above mentioned as 
Norway) ; sinking or destroying a ship at sea or 

ing #0 to do; assaults on shipboard on the high ses 
revolt or conspiracy to revolt on shipboard on the high se#* 
(a similar exception to that above mentioned as regat 
Norway); oud cipation in any of the above 
where it is hable by the laws of both countries. # 
is provided that all articles: seized, which were is 


panies oi ee Boren? pe surrendered at the 
apprehension shall, if the competent ot beg of te 


State applied to has ordered delivery thereof, be 
and that delivery is to extend not merely to 
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articles, but to everything that may serve as a proof of the 
crime. The country applied to is to convey the offender 
to any indicated port, paying the expenses within its own 
frontiers. 

The Trish correspondent of the Times notices a singular 
conflict of authority between a coroner and the Dublin 

lice. A blacksrsith named Reardon was arrested by the 
police and brought before the magistrates, who remanded 
him, ona charge of causirg the death of a yourg woman 
by throwing her into the Liffey. At the coroner's inquest 
the police authorities refused to direct that the prisoner 
should be in attendance, and the coroner declined to pro- 
ceed in his absence. An application was made on the 
prisoner's part for a habeas corpus to have him tendered 
for examination, and the law oflicers of the Crown opposed 
it on the ground that there were no special circumstances 
to call for the issue of the writ; there had been a usage 
in Dublin of obtaining a warrant from the magistrates for 
the attendance of a prisoner, but there was uo legal autho- 
rity for it. Counsel on behalf of Reardon contended that 
great injustice might be done if the inquest proceeded in 
his absence, because the result might be a finding of 
“wilful murder,”’ upon which he could be indicted. Mr. 
Justice Fitzgerald held that the applicant was entitled to be 
present at the inquest, in order to give evidence or put 
such questions on cross-examination as might tend to ex- 
onerate him, and that it would not be right to have evidence 
given behind his back upon which he might be indicted. 
He therefore granted the writ, subject to the filing of a 
proper affidavit setting forth that the attendance at the 
inquest was necessary. 


—— 


We asked last week whether something could not be 
done to improve the marginal notes to Statutes. The 
Lendon correspondent of the Manchester Guardian thinks 
that something might be done to amend the way in which 
blue-books issued by the House of Commons are brought 
before the public. “I have before me,” he remarks, “ the 


report of tne Select Committee, which took evidence last 
session upon the intricate question of the boundaries of 


parishes, poor-law unions, and counties. It is a volume 
full of apparently very interesting matter, extending over 
250 folio pages, or thereabouts, without a single line of 
index to that mass of detail. When a select committee is 
appointed, I am told, the speaker assigns td one of the 
young gentlemen who constitute his staff of ordinary clerks 
the duty for the nonce of ‘ committee clerk.’ Judging 
from what outsiders can discover, the labours of a com- 
mittee clerk are of the lightest. He attends in the room 
when the evidence is taken, and that is rarely oftener than 
twice or thrice weekly during the session, if the com- 
mittee’s inquiries should continue so long. He has to take 
nonotes ; that is done by the shorthand writer. He mends 
& pencil now and then, arranges his papers—for he usually 
has that symbol of official duty before him, a portfolio,— 
and answers a stray question or two put to him sotto voce 
- the incoming or outgoing members of the committee. 

ow, why,” he asks, “cannot these clerks be utilised and 
Tequired to prepare a workable index for the evidence 
taken before select committees, so that both may be pub- 
lished together ? ’’ 


The state of the building in which the Manchester 
County Court is held has long beon a subject of well- 
founded conplaint, and has been designated by the judge as 
“imply scandalous.” So long ago as 1867 a momorial 
on the subject was presented to the Treasury, praying that 
the court might be placed in a more central and accessible 

tuation, The usual reply was received that the matter 
was “under their Lordships’ consideration.” Again in 

» 1868, 8 similar application was addrossed to the 
Lord Chancellor, and in July last to the First Commissioner 
of Works, with no better result. The tors of the 

ber of Commerce have addressed to Mr. Adam a new 
memorial, in which, after setting out these facta, they say : 
—"“ After five years patient and abiding appeal, your 
momorialiate are justified in complaining that the subject 

not advanced beyond the stage of ‘ cousideration,’ 
Whilst in the meantime the court accommodation is a 
Ground of daily complaint, and, as may be shown by the 





following facts, exists as a notorious public disgrace :— 
That for bankruptcy business there is one room set apart 
less than 10ft. square, which narrow space is the sole ac- 
commodation for barristers, solicitors, and others, who are 
called upon to attend the court. In this room it is barely 
possible to conduct one examination at atime; but the 
examinations of several bankrupts and others have of 
necessity to be taken at each sitting of the court ; yet it is 
quite impossible to take more than two at a time in so 
small a room, and, as a consequence, expensive adjourn- 
ments are made te the great loss of creditors, and the delay, 
if not absolutely the defeat, of justice. That, in conse- 
quence, solicitors have been compelled to take examinations 
in an attic of the court; and on one occasion, the attic 
being already engaged, the cellar was offered by the 
officials to a solicitor for this purpose, but which he, with 
a proper respect for his profession, felt compelled to de- 
cline to use.” 


We came with much interesé upon the unusnal headiag 
‘* Monthly Nurses” in the columns of a legal contemporary 
last week. This isa branch of law which has not been 
properly investigated, and our contemporary’s correspon- 
dent points out a grievance which it is to be feared has es- 
caped the attention of the Legislature. Shortly stated, 
the facts of the case are these:—A “very respectable 
monthly nurse” was applied to with reference to an event 
expected to take place in April last, and was requested to 
hold herself in readiness during that month. “She did 
so during that month and also during about half or more 
of May,” but the expected event did not occur, and as the 
nurse had another engagement requiring her attention, 
she told her client that she must no longer depend on her 
services. Afterwards, it appears, she sned for compensa- 
tion for “‘ holding herself in readiness,” but on the case 
being opened the judge remarked that as no service was 
proved there was nocase. How long, asks the correspon- 
dent, is a monthly nurse to remain doirg nothing, waiting 
for the event? Suppose, he suggests, there is really no 
foundation for the supposition that the event will occur 
at all? We cannot profess to answer these questions, 
but we hope that Mr. Charley, who has the legislation 
relating to infantis in charge, will kindly turn his attention 
to this matter, and have a Bill passed to satisfy the just 
requirements of the “ very respectable monthly nurses,” 
to whose grievances our contemporary has opened his 
columns. 








REVIEWS. 


—_—— 


Wharton and Stillé’s Medical Jurisprudence, Third edi- 
tion. Three vols. Philadelphia: Kay & Brother. 
London; Stevens & Haynes. 

This work is composed of'a series of treatises by different 
authors on the various branches of the subject. They are 
all characterised by falness and cléarness of statement, 
but the most elaborate is that on mental unsoundness by 
Dr. Wharton, which occupies the whole of the first volume, 
and, as we gather from the preface, has been substantially 
re-written since the last edition. The learned author 
commences by considering the degree of mental unsound. 
ness which invalidates a contract or will. Upon the latter 
branch of the subject he discusses at considerable length 
the question of the effect of delusions on testamentary 
capacity, and, after referring to the well-known doctrines 
laid down by Lord Penzance in Smith v. Teddit? (15 W. R. 
662, L. R.1 P. & D. 398), and by the Queen's Bench in 
Banks v. Goodfellow (L. R. 5 Q. B. 549, 18 W.R. C. EL. 
Dig. 101), he comes to the conclusion that mental un- 
soundness exhibiting itself in insane delusions collateral to 
the subject-matter of the will does not, per se, anger | 
testamentary capacity, “They would destroy any will 
made under their influence, They cannot be regarded as 
diseases of special organs exclusively, bat are the results 
of mental disease as an entirety, But they may, neverthe- 
lesa, exist ina mind which has sufficient intelligence to be 
invested with testamentary ert in respect to all subjects 
except those on which syoh delusions usually operate.” 
After considering what is to be proved in order to deprive 
& person of the management of his estate, the author next 
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proceeds to the question of what avoids responsibility for 
crime, as to which he points out anew the fact which the 
doctors so absurdly refuse to recognise, that the question 
in criminal issues is, not insanity, but irresponsibility. 
While admitting the force of the considerations which may 
be urged in favour of the exclusive use of the “ right and 
wrong” test of liability to punishment, the author re- 
asserts the doctrine maintained in former editions of his 
work, that this test does not cover all the cases of legiti- 
mate irresponsibility. He maintains that this defence 
is sustained when either (1) there is an insane delu- 
sion from which the crime emanates, or (2) where, 
being insane, the defendant is forced to the act by an irre- 
sistible impulse; be, in each case, knowing the act to be 
forbidden by the laws of the land. In two long sections 
the author urges with much ingenuity the reasons in favour 
of these views, but we cannot say that the tests of sanity 
he proposes to apply in cases of delusion strike us either 
as very conclusive or very easily applicable. It appears 
that the forms of defence for which Dr. Wharton contends 
are rejected by the courts of a majority of the American 
States, and in dur own country, as Byles, J., said in 
Watson’s case, the rule as to the use of the “right and 
wrong” test is certainly too firmly settled to be altered 
except by act of Parliament. 

In the second chapter of this volume Dr. Wharton treats 
of mental unsoundness considered psychologically; the third 
is devoted to the treatment of insane criminals; and the 
fourth relates to psychical indications of crime. These 
chapters contain full and interesting discussions of the im- 
portant questions to which they relate. Of the medical 
matters referred to in the succeeding volumes we cannot 
pretend to speak, but the treatises on them may, at any 
rate, be commended as very intelligibie and very full of de- 
tail. So far as we can judge, the work constitutes a moat 
complete and valuable encyclopzedia of medical jurispra- 
dence. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Prowixity 1s Crvit Procepure. 

Sir—The inauguration of a new system of Jadicature 
affords an opportunity of reform in reducing expense, ex- 
pediting proceedings, and discouraging unnecessary length 
in documents ; and the object of this communication is to 
endeavour to point out a means of doing this.. It is not 
within the scope of the present inquiry to discuss whether 
the County Courts are really so cheap in their action as is 
supposed, but it may in passing be remarked that not only 
is there a considerable opening for reduction of the expense 
of litigation in the Superior Courts, but the County Courts 
are in some things quite as unsatisfactory as to expense as 
the Superior Courts. 

Anyone who has had the misfortune to have the 
conduct of an Equity suit in the County Court will have 
found that the costs are pretty nearly as heavy as they 
would bave been if the suit had been in a Superior Coxrt, 
the chief difference being that a very much smaller portion 
of the expenses has gone to the practitioner whilst a very 
much larger portion of them has been paid in fees, 

The present evils of cosis, prolizity, and delay are so 
much mixed up with one another that it is impossible to 
éeal with one without the others. 

ist. As to prolixity—It is self-evident that under the 
present system of charges, the practitioner being paid ac- 
cording to the length of documents, there is a direct incen- 
tive to prolizity. I do not mean to say, and I am far from 
believing it to be the case, that attorneys and solicitors are 
in the habit of unnecessarily lengthening documente for the 
purpose of obtaining increased charges, but whilst there is 
be it said to the credit of the profession) an abstention from 
bis, there is no inducement to shorten documents. I bave 
heard a learned judge say that he never had time to write 
short letters; and there is great truth in this. A practi- 
ticper Grawing an affidavit or drawing a brief under the 
present system is not likely laboriously to revise and con- 
Cemse it, in fact if he does so he occapies much valuable 
time and loses money by the process; and it is hardly to 
be expected that he can do this. The experiment of com- 
pressing everything into the suiallest possible compasa, 
aad svviding all unnecessary apulications for time, &e., 
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was tried a short time since in an action against a railwa) 
company for damages for negligence, whereby a passe: 
was injured. The result was a verdict of £750 damages, 
There were ten witnesses, and for a period of about giz 
months various sums were disbursed by the plaintiff's 
attorney, amongst others the following :— 


Counsel’s fees 

Witnesses’ fees 

Stamp on counsel’sfees and petty disburse- 
POR a nas > ssigtind ote ennsumannnes cade 

Shorthand writer's fees 

Paid Special Jury ...........0.. 


£191 14 8 
Plaintiff ’s attorney’s charges, exclusive of 
disbursements, came, as between at- 


torney and client, f0...........c000 73 10 0 


Anyone who is acquaixted with litigious proceedings 
will see at once from the above figures that the plaintiff’s 
attorney made a loss on the whole transaction, because he 
had to pay clerks, &., out of his £73 10s., to say nothing 
of his own time. It may be guessed how much of thig 
was taken up as the Cause was a special jury case, which 
lasted nearly the whole of two days. A similar experiment 
was recently tried in a Chancery suit which lasted from 
January, 1870, to November, 1872, bui the costs were not 
completely taxed until early in the present year ; so the 
suit lasted three years. The hearing took three days be- 
fore the Court of First Instance, and four days on appeal. 
The fees on the brief were, to two counsel in the lower 
court, the senior seventy-five guineas, the junior fifty 
guineas; and in the Court of Appeal, the senior counsel 
one hundred guineas, and the janior seventy-five guineas, 
The costs of the party who quixotically tried to keep down 
the length of his documents and expenses of interlocutory 
proceedings were taxed as between party and party at less 
than £800. The actual outlay for disbursements (not 
including clerks or stationer’s charges, office rent, &., 
&.,) amounted to £591 15s. 11d., leaving a balance of 
rather over £200; but this latter sum had to be 
charged with interest on disbursements, stationer’s charges, 
office rent, &&., &c., before one farthing was cleared by the 
solicitor for trouble and labour, the amount of which may 
be imagined, as the fact was that it was a very heavy suit, 
Most of the evidence had to be got from abroad, and I 
think I may fairly say, that the total amount cleared did 
not exceed £100. 

Therefore, without impnting to anyone the drawing of 
documents of unnecessary length or the taking of inter- 
locutory proceedings for the purpose of making costs, the 
profession must find that it is impossible to carry on busi 
ness if remuneration is limited to the really necessary 
charges. Counsel have a temptation before them to im 
troduce unnecessary matter into pleadings, &., for there 
really is no object in going to the exertion of reducing them. 
Then again, what enormous unnecessary expense is incurred 
by our present mode of framing interrogatories and am 
swers. Not only is the form of the interrogatories cumbrous 
in the extreme, but what necessity is there for going over 
the admitted facts in a case, as is commonly done, or at- 
swering as to matters not denied ? 

I will discuss “delay” and “expense” on another 
occasion. 

E, F. Burremzr Harsrow, 

87, Gresham-street, E.C., Oct. 7. 





Tay Act ror tae Reviny or Winows any CHILDREN OF 
InrEstates. 

Sir,—Will any of your readers give me an opinion as 
whether the Act passed last session, 36 & 37 Vict. o 6% 
entitled “ An Act for the Kelief of Widows and Children of 
Intestates where the Personal Estate is of small value” is 
retrospective in its effect, 1.2. does it apply to the effects 
of intestates who died before the passing of the Act, or i# 
it limited in ite operation to the effects of intestates dying 
after the 26th July, 1873 (date of the Act), The Registrar 
of the Court of Probate in my district is of opinion thal — 
the hog is retrospective, I bold a different eae 
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COURTS. 


BANKRUPTCY. 
{Before Mr. Registrar Sprine-Rice, sitting as Chief 
Judge.) 
Aug. 12—Ex parte Joscelyne, Re Powis, 

P. being indebted to J. in £3,000 and upwards, handed to 
M. on behalf of J. the fire policy upon his premises, with a 
letter addressed to the office requesting the payment to J. of the 
then ascertained loss under such policy, but no notice was given 
to the office of the existence of the letter, and P. afterwards, 
without any communication with J., received the proceeds of 
the policy. 

J. thereupon presented a petition for adjudication against 
P. based upon a debtor’s summons, and upon J.’s application 
@ receiver was appointed to take possession of P.’s property. 
An arrangement was then made for payment by P. of J.’s 
debt partly in money and partly in promissory notes, and the 
petition was dismissed, but another creditor filed a second 
petition under which an adjudication was made. 

Held, that the trustee under P.’s bankruptcy was entitled to 
recover from J. the amount which he had received. 

Held, also, that a receiver has no right to part with, or allow 
the bankrupt to part with, any property of which he ought to 
take possession except on the authority of the Court. 

This was an application on behalf of the trustee for an 
order declaring that the payment to the respondent G. H. 
Jay by the bankrupt or one J. B. Ball of a sum of £1,050 
on the 15th of October last was a fraudulent transfer, and 
that it was made at a time when the respondent had 
notice of an act of bankruptcy, and when the bankrupt was 
unable to pay his debts, and to give the respondent a 
fraudulent preference, and for an order for payment of the 
said sum to the receiver. 

In June, 1872, the bankrupt was indebted to Mr. Jay in 
a sum of £3,000 and upwards, for which Jay had 
endeavoured to obtain security, but without success. 
Shortly after June, 1872, the premises of the babkrupt 
were burnt down, and the bankrupt handed to one 
Miller, who was liable as drawer on certain acceptances of 
the bankrupt for and on behalf of Jay, the fire policy on 
such premises, and at the same time he gave Jay a letter 
addressed to the office which was in the following terms :— 

“Gentlemen,—Please pay the amount due to me for 
ascertained loss under my policy in yonr office No. 217,540 
for £10,000 to G. H. Jay, Esq., of 17, Old Broad-street. 

(Signec) Henry Powis.” 

No notice of that charge was given to the office, as Jay 
alleged, at the bankrupt’s earnest request, but the bankrupt 
stated that the charge was to be acted on only in case of 
his death. 

On the 26th September, 1872, the bankrupt withont any 
previous communication with Jay received the proceeds of 
the policy. 

In the meantime—on the 27th August, 1872—Jay 
commenced proceedings in bankruptcy by sending a 
demand for payment, and eventually, learning that the 
policy money had been received by the debtor, he gave 
directions to apply for a debtor’s summons, which was 
accordingly issued on the 8rd October. 

The debtor did not deny the debt, and onthe 12th 
October a petition in bankruptey was presented—the act 
of bankruptcy being the service of the debtor’s summons 
and the failure to pay, secure, or compound the sum claimed 
therein. On the same day a receiver was appointed on 
the application of the petitioning creditor, supported by 
an affidavit stating the receipt of the money under the 
policy, and that it was desirable, in the interest of the 
creditors, that a receiver should be appointed to take 
possession of the assets pending the hearing of the petition, 
and for the purpose of receiving sach moneys as might from 
time to time come in, and holding the same for the 
Creditors. It was also stated that the debtor was boing 
sued by other creditors, and that, in ond of the actions, 
the creditor would be in @ position to sign judgment and 
issue execution in the course of a day or two, 

At :this time negociations were entered into between 
the debtor and Mr, Jay for the discharge of his debt and 
eventually, on the 15th October, payment of the £1,050, 
the subject of the present motion, was mace, when, upon bills 
being given to Jay for the balance of his debt, the 





petitioning creditor consented to have his petition dis- 
missed. Subsequently a petition was presented by another 
creditor, on which Powis was adjudicated bankrupt. Upon 
the facts coming to the knowledge of other creditors, 
a motion was made for the receiver’s removal. That motion 
came on in Octuber, 1872, and eventually by consent stood 
over generally, the money paid to the petitioning creditor, 
and other moneys, being transferred into the joint names of 
the receiver and the present trustee. 

De Gex, Q.C., and F, Knight, in support of the applica- 
tion. 

Winslow, for the respondent. 

The course of the arguments will sufficiently appear from 
the judgment. 

Cur. adv. vult, 

Sprinc-Rice, Registrar.—The payment in this case was 
undoubtedly made by or on behalf of the debtor, and the re- 
ceiver, if not actively engaged in procuring the payment, was 
certainly a party to it, and as I stated in the course of the 
argument, I consider that in se conducting himself he did 


not properly discharge his duties as an officer of the Court. 


A receiver has no right to part with or allow the bankrupt 
to part with any property of which he ought to take posses- 
sion except on the authority of tte Court, and I am not at 
all surprised at the course taken by the creditors on the facts 
coming to their knowledge. It was argued for the respon- 
dent that the money coming as alleged into the bankrupt’s 
possession in fraud of the true owner did not form a portion 
of the bankrupt’s estate. I do not think, however, that 
where a creditor lies by in realising the proceeds cf his 
security (assuming the letter I have alluded to to have been 
such security), from any cause such as bad faith on the part 
of the bankrupt, that if such proceeds are realised by the 
bankrupt before any proceedings in bankruptcy are taken 
against him, and are in his possession at the time of the 
institution of such proceedings, then that the rights of the 


individual creditors are to prevail agaiust the general body 


of creditors ; certainly they ought not todo so, where, as 
in this case, there is no satisfactory evidence to show that 
such proceeds were ear-marked. But I do not consider the 
letter to the office a security ; it could only have become so 
on notice given tothe insurance office, which was never given, 
and it is worthy of remark that Mr. Jay’s petition contains 
no allusion to any security except the lease upon which he 
sets a value. Being of opinion, however, that there was no 
security, I do not think it necessary to deal with Mr. De 
Gex’s arguments founded on this omission, supposing Mr. 
Jay to have been of opinion that it was a security at the 
time when he presented his petition. The recently decided 
case of Ex parte Caldwell, In re Currie, 20 W. R. 363, shows 
that the title to the proceeds of a policy must be completed 
by notice to the office before the bankruptey to take them 
out of the order and disposition of the bankrupt. But the 
second argument advanced in support of the respondent's 
right to hold the money was the more general one, that under 
the recent statute there was not only no express enactment 
as under the previous statutes to prevent a petitioning 
creditor receiving the amount of his Jobt before an adjudica- 
tion on his petition, but that the whole policy of the act 
was to substitute for the procedure by way of ca. sa, writ, 
thereafter abolished a remedy by means of which an in- 
dividual creditor could obtain payment of his debt. Now I 
confess that I do not accede to the view thus presented.as to 
the general policy of the Act. The general policy of every 
Bankruptcy Act must be taken to be the equal distribution 
of the assets, and I cannot discover in this Act an intention 
to give more exclusive remedies on a petition to the petition- 
ing creditor than there was under the old law in regard to 
striking a docket. As Lord Thurlow says in Ee parte 
Thompson, 1 Ves, Jun. 157, it is a remedy to which the 
petitioning creditor is entitled, but which he must impart to 
all the other creditors, Under the thirteenth section of the 
Bankruptey Act, 1869, on the filing of a petition at = 
hour ah injunction may issue to restrain other creditors an 
areceiver be appointed. Under this section, upon which the 
Court daily acts, creditors are restrained from exercising their 
remedies other than those under the proceedings in 
bankruptey ; and the Court early decided that such a strong 
interference with their rights should not take place unless a 
receiver was or had been appointed, thereby taking the pro- 
perty out of the control of the debtor and the petitioning 
creditor, and securing it in the hands of its own officer 
equal distribution among the oreditors. This was the more 
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necessary as under the rules, although another creditor 
might present a petition, he could not proceed on it, except 
where delay would be avoided, until after the hearing of the 
first petition. It was argued that from the provisions of 
he 9th section an intention on the part of the Legislature 
© authorise arrangements such as this with the petitioning 
reditors might be inferred, Now whether, as Mr. Knight 
rgued, it was intended that the stay of proceedings under 
his section should only take place where the debtor had 
not had the opportunity afforded by a debtor’s summons of 
denying the debt and putting the matter in course of trial, 
it is not necessary for the arguments to decide, But the 
stay of proceedings authorised by this section is not necessarily 
to be upon payment out of the assets of the debtor of the 
debt which may be established against him—but upon such 
security, if any, being given as the Court may require for 
its payment. The 43rd Gen. Rule provides for the course to 
be pursued after trial of the question of the validity of 
the debt, and a decision in favour of such validity being 
come to, the petitioning creditor is to be entitled to 
apply for a day to preceed on his petition. Of course, 
if the validity of the debt were ascertained at law, and se- 
curity had been required, and the debt paid under such 
security, then the pe‘ition could not proceed. Bunt surely 
there is a very marked distinction between this pro- 
ceeding and one where there is no denial of the debt. 
In the one case there is, without prejudics to other 
creditors’ rights, a stay of proceedings; and, if the Court 
thinks fit, on security given, the trial of a claim the 
amount of which is either wholly or in part disputed. In 
the other there is a payment out of the assets of the debtor 
of an admitted debt, and the petition consequently dismissed. 
What would be the effect ofan order under the 13th section 
in the event of an order for adjudication being made 
under a second petition during the stay of proceedings under 
the first, as far as the rights of the trustee under the second 
— are concerned, has, as far as I know, not as yet been 

See what a door for fraud would be opened if the 
respondent's arguments be well founded. A debtor has only 
to agree toa friendly creditor (or it may be several friendly 
creditors) presenting a petition and get a receiver under it, 


and an order restraining a!] other creditors in the meanwhile, 
and before the hearing of the petition he may hand over 
to the petitioning creditor or creditors the whole amount 
of their debts, exhausting, it may be, the whole of the 
assets. I cannot think this could have been the intention 


of the Legislatare. AsI read the Act the assets are to be 
kept together until adjudication, when the rights of all the 
creditors, inclading the petitioning creditor, are to be as- 
certained under it. I cannot accede to the argument 
against the title of the trustee founded on the 11th section 
as to the act of bankruptcy to which the title of the trustee 
was to relate back. Mr. Winslow argued that the act 
of bankruptcy in this section must be an act of 
bankruptcy available for adjudication for creditors 
generally ; that the act of bankruptcy on a debtor's 
summons was available only for the creditor serving 
the summons, and in of his view he quoted the 
rematk of Mellish,L.J., ia Ex parte Wier, 19 W R. 1042, 
L. EB. 7 Ch 319—“When the debt is paid, the act of 
bankruptcy committed at the expiration of the time 
mentioned in the debtor's summons ceases to be an act of 

y on which the debtor can be adjudicated a 
bankrurt, and we think it at the same time ceases to be an 
act of bankruptcy to which the title of the trustee can 
relate back under the 11th section.” Now it was no way 
Becesmary to the decision in that case to decide the point ; 
but supposing it to be so decided, such a decision can have 
ho application to the present case, where the payment was 
made alter the act of bankra 





agree with the arguments for the trustee that although 
penalties were under former Acts of Parliament attached 
to such payments, yet that it was on grounds independent 
of such statutes, and on general policy that they were 
frequently set aside. I can discover no gr und to infer from 
the Act of 1869 that the Legislature intended to depart 
from this policy and to render them good. I shall, there- 
fore, declare that the payment to Mr. Jay on the 15th of 
October last was a fraudulent preference, and void against 
the trustee within the meaning of the 92nd section of the 
Act of 1869. 

Solicitors for the trustee, Wiid, Barber, § Br owne. 

Solicitors for Mr. Jay, Lewis, Munns, § Co. 





COUNTY COURTS. 
LIVERPOOL. 
(Before Mr. Perronet THompson, Judge.) 
Oct. 1.—In re Rosina Thompson. 
Married woman—Bankruptcy. 

This was a petition for adjudication of bankruptcy 
against a married woman. She was the plaintiff in an ac- 
tion against Mr. Abrahams, of Lime-street, Liverpool, tried 
at the last assizes and compromised for £1,100. She was 
married in November last, but previous to that period and 
daring her widowhood she had contracted debts, for one of 
which she was now sought to be made bankrupt. 

Iabron Johnson appeared for the petitioning creditor. 

His Honovk, after hearing the evidence, held that as, 
under the Married Women’s Property Act, 1870, the 
debtor could be sued as a fee sole, she could also be made 
bankrupt. He accordingly adjudicated her bankrupt. 

[See Re Philips, ante p. 385.] 
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SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


METROPOLITAN AND PROVINCIAL LAW 
ASSOCIATION. 


We are glad to learn that the arrangements for the 
approaching meeting of this society, to be held at Birming- 
ham, commencing on the 21st inst., are progressing satisfac. 
torily. The following deputations have already been ap- 
pointed to attend it, viz. :— 

From the Law Societies of 

Newcastle-on-Tyne—Messrs. Dees, Hodge, Gibson, and 
Watson. 

Kent—Measrs. J. Case and H. T. Sankey. 

Liv i—Messrs. J. Atkinson, J. H. Kenion, E. W. 
Bird, J. H. Cleaver, and T, E. Paget. 

Bristol—Messrs. J. Millerand H. F. Lawes. 

Worcester—Messrs. Southall, Hyde, Hughes, and Martin 
Cartler. y 

Yorkshire—Messrsa. G. England of Howden, T. Hawdon 
of Selby, J. Holtby and W. Walker, of York. 

Leeds—T. Marshall and others. 

Gloucestershire—Messrs. Geo, Whitcombe and John W. 
Barrup, of Gloucester, L. W. Winterbotham, of Stroud, and 
R. Ellet, of Cirencester. 

Sunderland—Mesers. A. R. Gales and 8. Alcock, Jun. 

Northern Circuit Division of the Metropolitan and Pro- 
vincial Law Association—Messrs. Payne, of Liverpool, 
Dees, of Newcastle-on-Tyne, and Cobbett and Janion, of 
Manchester. 

A Depatation is also expected, though not yet nominated, 
from the Manchester Law Association, 

The following papers are promised :— 

“ On the Education of Attorneys.” By W. E. Shirley, of 
Doncaster, 

“On the Organisation of the Profession.” By T. Mar- 
shall, of Leeds. 

“Land Titles, and Transfer: Lord Selborne’s’ Bill.” 
By G. J, Johnson, of Bir Y 

“On Registration of Assurances.” By J. Murray, of 
Whiteball Place, London. 

te for the Revival of the Inns of Chancery.” 
By K. W. Griffith, of Cardiff. 

” Legislative Kesalts of the last Session.” By Philip 
Rickman, the Secretary. 





Oct, 11,1873. TH SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


927 








SOCIAL SCIENCE CONGRESS. 
Tur Move or FraMinG anD Passine Acts or ParLiaMENT. 


Mr. T. EB. Holland read a paper upon this subject. He 
stated that legislation, as an artificial process, and therefore 
unaccompanied by the natural symmetry which characterises 
law made by judicial decision upon actual cases, needs the 
guidance of knowledge of two kinds—material, i.¢., as to the 
scope and policy of the law, with which Parliament is fairly 
provided ; and formal, i.e, as to the right mode of its 
expression, of which knowledge Parliamentis wholly destitute. 
Mr. Holland proceeded to lay down three canons of 
draftsmanship, to the neglect of which he ascribed those faults 
which are ridiculed by Lord Salisbury, and which are so 
great a hindrance to the administration of justice. 1.) 
That the language of a statute should be concise, and its 
terminology consistent. He condemned the indiscriminate 
resort to “interpretation clauses,” which often causes half 
an Act to be occupied with a sort of slang dictionary. (2.) 
That its arrangement should be logical. That the parts 
should have their due relation to the whole, and the whole 
itsdue relation to the rest of the law. He accused the 
existing style of drafting of being guided solely by a hap- 
hazard association of ideas. (3.) That subjects should be 
grouped according to their juristic affinities. Insteal of 
which, rules of civil and criminal law of temporary and of 
permanent operation are now jumbled together in con- 
secutive paragraphs. ‘To obviate this, all public general 
Dills (for to them alone would the operation of the three 
canons extend) should be framel in acordance with a 
formula, which would indicate an invariable order in which 
the great classes of topics should succeed one another, not 
only with a view to immediate perspicuity, but also with 
a view to the ease with which each ‘‘Part’’of an Act 
might be detached from the rest, and be newly-combined 
for the purpose of any subsequent consolidation or codifica- 
tion. The three canons would respectively demand on the 
part of the draftsman the qualities of a special pleader, of 
a logician, and of a jurist. To secure conformity to them 
Parliament, while retaining its absolute power of deciding 
what the law is to be (its matter), must delegate some 
control over the way in which the law is arranged and 
expressed (its form) to specially-qualified persons, without 
whose certificate of its being properly constructed no public 
general bill should be read a first time. Mr. Holland then 
gave reasons for believing that Parliament could be induced 
to make this delegation of power, but only on the terms 
that the clearest possible line of demarcation should be 
drawn between changes in the law itself and changes ia 
the mode of its expression. To transgressions of this line 
he attributed the mistrust of consolidation bills; and he 
would accordingly take curs that no new law should ever 
be inserted in a consolidation Lill Mr. Holland then 

receeded to the second branch of the question under 

iscussion, which has relerence to the passing of Acts 
of Parliament, and this he treited as entirely a question of 
friction. Given the ideally best style of drafting, can bills 
thus drawn asa matter of fact be passed? He explained 
that the problem was minimised by making his canons 
applicable only to public general Acts, and that the 
clauses of a bill need not be debated in the order in which, 
in accordance with logic, they should be printed. and 
should ultimately stand in the Statute-book, In conclusion, 
he recommended that more information should be obtained 
as to the mechanism of legislation in other countries, and a 
beginning should at once. be made upon the work of 
consolidation on a large scale, which would render possible 
& very improved style of drafting in the future. 


AN Internationa. Copp. 
_ Mr. David Dudley Field read a long paper on this sub- 
ject. After referring to the provisions of his draft Code 
(fully discussed ante pp...689, 610) he spoke as follows of 
the part of the Code which contains provisions intended 
for the preservation of peace. ‘They would require, first, 
that there should be a simultaneous reduction of the enor. 
mous armaments which now weigh upou Kuropo ; secondly, 
that if any disagreement or cause of complaint should arise 
between nations, tho one aggrieved ld give formal 
notice to the other, specifying in detail the causes of 
com ¢ and the redress sought, and that this complaint 
should be formally auswored within a certain period, | If 
such ® course had been pursued by france aud Germany 
before the futal declaration of July, 1870, we should probably 


: tute the Commission. 





have been spared the last Franco-German war. A provi- 
sion somewhat similar has already been inserted in the 
Treaties of the United States with Portugal, Bolivia, 
Guatemala, Peru, St. Salvador, and New Granada. Thirdly, 
it is provided that when the parties do not otherwise 
agree, they shall appoint five members of a joint High 
Commission, who shall meet, discuss the differences, and 
endeavour to reconcile them. If the reconciliation thus 
sought fail nevertheless, a high tribunal of arbitration is 
to be appointed in this manner—each nation joining in the 
Code transmitting to the parties in difference the names of 
four persons, and from the list of these the parties con- 
cerned alternatively striking off one after another until 
the number is reduced to seven, which seven is to consti- 
tuted the tribunal. Is there anything chimerical or 
impracticable in this? Let merefer you to the last great 
arbitration at Geneva for an answer to that question. Let 
me go further back and refer to the history of the 
American Confederation. We began with arbitration. 
When the independence of the Colonies was declared, they 
formed articles of Confederation, one feature of which 
was that disputes between the States should be decided 
by Commissioners selected by the disputants ; or, if they 
failed to select them, by Commissioners chosen in this 
way—three to be named by Congress from each State ; 
each disputant to be at liberty to strike off alternately one 
name till the rumber was reduced to thirteen ; from which 
thirteen not more than nine nor less than seven, as 
Congress migkt direct, were to be chosen by lot to consti- 
A more perfect system was after- 
wards established under the present Constitution, which 
created the Supreme Court as the ultimate arbitrator 
between contending States. Controversies between the 
States have already been adjadged by this Court. Une 
between Rhode Island and Massachusetts, one between 
Iowa and Mississippi, in which the Court fixed the 
boundary between them, and enjoined each state from 
exercising jurisdiction beyond it. A suit was begun by 
New Jersey against New York respecting the boundary 
along the Hudson, which was finally compromised by the 
agreement of 1833, entered into between the two » Hoon 
with the sanction of Congress. Suits have been brought by 
New York against Connecticut ; by Alabama and Florida, 
each against Georgia, and between Maryland and Virginia, 
and between New Jersey and Delaware. Why could not the 
plan of arbitration extend to Europe ? This continent con- 
tains 18 independent states, counting the littlecommunities of 
San Marino, Monaco, and Andorra; and considering Sweden 
and Norway as one, and Germany as united, wanting only 
the Austrian Province. ‘Ten only of these States exceed 
in wealth and population the richest and most populen s 
States of the American Union. These ten are—the United 
Kingdon of Great Britain and Ireland, France, Germany, 
Russia in Europe, Austria, Italy, Spain, Turkey in Europe, 
Sweden, with Norway, and Belgium. The five States of 
Holland, Portugal, Switzerland, Denmark, and Greece are 
each less in population than New York. Even Belgium 
has only 400,000 more, and Sweden and Norway together 
have only about a million more than New York. There 
can hardly be a sufficient reason why Holland, Portugal, 
Switzerland, Denmark, and Greece should not submit their 
differences to arbitration or to a supreme court, as well as 
New York and Pennsylvania. And if these five European 
States should be made to do so, why not France and 
Germany? The only reason, if reason there be, is that 
France and Germany are more powerfal; that they would 
not consent to compromise in any respect their freedom 
of action, and that in case of refusal they could not be 
coerced, To this it may be answered that the rights of 


control their largest States, with all the popa 
resources of which their maguiticent fature gives them 
promise, Measuring the future by the past, the next 
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century will see some of the States as powerful as the 
largest European States; and unless it be supposed that 
the American is more patient of control, and more 
obedient to law than his European brother, it should seem 
to be no harder a problem how to bring European States 
to submit their differences to the arbitrament of reason 
and law, than it is how to make American States do the 
same thing. I do not mean to say, he continued, that 
every claim which one nation may make upon another 
should be submitted to arbitration. There may be claims 
which no self-respecting nation would submit to any 
arbitrators, such as those which touch its equality or 
independence. To put one extreme case. Suppose Spain 
were said to claim the sovereignty of Holland, pretending 
that it had not been lost by Phillip II. or by any of his 
successors, I would not have Holland submit such a claim 
to the decision of any arbitrators or of any human power. 
It is not difficult, I think, to draw the line between ques- 
tions which may not and those which may be submitted, 
and it is the latter only which fall within’ the category of 
disputable and referable questions according to my view 
of them. 








OBITUARY. 


MR. THOMAS KENNEDY. 


We regret to have to record this week the death from 
pneumonia of Mr. Thomas Kennedy, solicitor, of Chancery- 
lane, in his 65th year, which event happened on the 27th 
ult. Mr Kennedy was admitted in 1831, and on his ad- 
mission entered into partnership with Mr. Robert Maugham, 
the late secretary of the Incorporated Law Society, with 
whom he remained in partnership some years. Mr. Ken- 
nedy subsequently conducted an excellent practice alone 
for many years, until 1870, when he took into partnership 
a Mr. Kempson, and on the death of that gentleman, which 
happened last year, he was joined by Mr. Hughes, who 
was in partnership with him (under the firm of Kennedy 
and Hughes) at the time of his death. In addition to con- 
ducting a good practice, Mr. Kennedy, who was a man of 
untiring industry, always took a deep interest in all that 
concerned his profession. He was the author of “‘ A Code 
of Chancery Practice,’ a work much in vogue among 
solicitors until superseded by the larger and more elabo- 
rate work of Messrs. Osborne Morgan and Horace Davey, 
and he was many years an active member of the Com- 
mittees of Management of the Metropolitan and Pro- 
vincial Law Association and of the Solicitor’s Benevolent 
Association, and a director of the Law Association. He 
was respected by all who knew him for his ability and the 
kindliness of his disposition. ; 








COLONIAL TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


AUSTRALIA. 

Jaly 3.—LRe Charles Percival Purceil. 
Attorney—Acting as commissioner for taking affidavits after 
leaving district to which his cominission was restricted. 

This was a rule nisi calling on Mr. Purcell, an attorney 
of the court, to answer an affidavit. From the affidavit it 
appeared that a bill of sale was given by a named 
Hogan to Thomas Hillary. The affidavit verifying the 
bill of sale was sworn at Ballarat before Mr. Purcell 
as 2 commissioner of the Supreme Court for taking 
affidavits. Subsequentiy, an execution was taken out by 
ancther person against Hogan, and then Hillary claimed the 
goods under his bill of sale. An objection was, however, 
made that the bill of sale was invalid, as the affidavit was 
net sworn befure 4 commissioner of the court. Mr. Purcell 
was examined, and said that he was a commissioner, but had 
left the commission at Wood’s Point. An exawination of 
the records ia the prothonotary’s office, however, showed 
that in 1459 the Chief Justice appointed hima i 
dating his residence at or near Melbourne, and it was there- 
fore held that his commission ceased since he left Melbourne, 
The result was that Hil lost the benefit of his bill of 
wale. It was said that Mr. Purcell still kept over his office 
at Ballarat 2 sign that he was a commissioner for taki 
afidavits, In reply to these statements, Mr. Parcell denied 





that he said he left his commission at Wood’s Point. What 
he said was that he had lost it there; and so, in fact, he 
had. Hesupposed that he had read his commission when 
he got it; but he always believed that it was a general 
commission, and not limited to his residence at or near Mel. 
bourne. He had been appointed a commissioner in 1859, 
without any solicitation on his part. In 1865 he left Mel. 
bourne for Wood's Point, and subsequently removed to 
Ballarat. But during all that time he had no suspicion that 
his commission had been limited, otherwise he would have 
applied for a new commission. at Wood’s Point and at 
Ballarat. He first became aware of the limitation on the 
29th October last, and he had not acted as a commissioner 
since that date. He wrote to the Chief Justice and the 
prothonotary asking for a renewed commission, but had got 
no answer, and he only kept up the sign pending the receipt 
of an answer. 

Higinbotham appeared for Mr. Purcell; Williams for 
Hillary. 

Higinbotham said he did not knowin what capacity Mr. 
Purcell was brought before the Court. If he was brought 
as an attorney, he had certainly not acted in that character 
in this matter; and if it was as commissioner, he appre- 
hended that the proper tribunal to deal with Mr. Parcell 
was the Chief Justice (by whom he had been appointed). 
But apart from that, Mr. Purcell had not been guilty of 
any misconduct. It was a natural mistake that he had 
fallen into, and it was quite sufficient punishment to him to 
have been compelled to come hereand answer the charge. The 
Court would not compel him in this summary way to make 
good any loss Mr. Hillary had sustained. Whatever the 
loss was, it could be recovered by an action in the usual 
way. 

Williams said that his client felt it his duty to bring 
the matter under the notice of the Court, and leave the 
Court to say what should be done. Although Mr. Purcell 
might not have acted as a commissioner since October 
last, he certainly had the sign over his office. 

Barry, J., said the only question appeared to be 
whether the respondent, who was an attorney of the court, 
could be reached as acommissioner. In the case of Re 
Blake, 30 L. J. Q. B.32,8 W. R C. L. Dig. 6, the Lord Chief 
Justice said that an attorney was amenable to the 
jurisdiction of the Court, although the misconduct did 
not simply arise in a matter between attorney and client, 
Where an attorney was sworn to be guilty of any gross 
fraud (even although he was not acting as an attorney), the 
Court would not allow such fraud and dishonesty to be com- 
mitted by any of its officers with impunity. The explana- 
tion given by Mr. Purcell showed that he had been guilty of 
great carelessness and remissness to say the least ; but the 
Court was not disposed to visit it more severely than the 
applicant appeared to desire. He would, therefore, be 
directed to pay the costs of the rule, and give an immediate 
undertaking to have the sign taken down. 

Higinbotham said the sign would be taken down. 

Attorneys for the applicant, Macgregor, Ramsey, § Brahe, 
for Hardy & Madden. 

Attorney for the respondent, Baynes,— Australian Jurist. 





IMPRISONMENT FOR DEBT, 


At the conclusion of the sitting at the Clitheroe Count; 
Court on the 1st ult. the judge, W. T’. 8. Daniel, Eaq., au, 
adverting to some orders which had been made for commit- 
ment to prison, not to be enforced before 27th November 
next, said: I may take this opportunity of adverting toa 
question which will probably attract some attention in the 
next session of Parliament, namely, the expediency of 
entirely abolishing imprisonment for debt in cases of this 
description. I certainly was very much surprised to see in 
a paper that is jastly considered a leader of public opinion, a 
strange misapprehension that the county court possesses & 
jurisdiction over poor people to which rich people are not sub- 
ject; and that debtors under £50 are liable to be imprisoned 
for debt, whereas debtors above £50 are subject to no such 
jurisdiction. The Act of Parliament is as plain as ble, 
and he who runsmay read if he will take the trouble of putting 
the Act in his hand, and read whilst he isrunning. Judges of 
superior courts have exactly the same jurisdiction over 
debtors above £50 as yy of county courts have over 
debtors under £50, and the Act of Varliament makes 20 
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distinction between rich and poor. If a man, in whatever 
station of life he is placed, isproved to owe a debt under £50, 
and has the means of paying but obstinately and dishonestly 
refuses fo pay—whether he is a working man or a merchant 
ince—he can be sent to prison by a county court judge ; 
and he would be sent to prison, I have no doubt, if such a 
case arose. There is no distinction in the Act of Parliament 
with reference to persons subject to the jurisdiction of acounty 
court, nor is there any ground for the suggestion that debtors 
who owe more than £50 cannot be sent to prison. Judges 
of the superior courts exercisé their jurisdiction in chambers, 
and the evidence is taken before them by affidavit. The 
juriediction of a county court is exercised in open court, by 
vivd voce evidence, and I believe that mode of proceeding is 
far better calculated to ascertain the means of a debtor than 
an inquiry which takes place in a private room ; certainly, as 
far as my experience goes, the jurisdiction is not exercised 
harshly upon any one, but, with due regard—at least I 
endeavour to make it so—to the means ofthe debtors. I have 
adopted a rule of 40 days’ imprisonment, and it isa rule 
which is universally followed by the judges of the superior 
courts. When they make an order, they never make it 
shorter than the full term of the Act of Parliament ; that is, 
six weeks. I have followed theirexample. I used to make 
the order only for 10 days, but for reasons which I have 
stated before, I found 10 days,’ imprisonment did not 
operate in the way in which the Act of Parliament intended 
it, namely, as a means of coercing a dishonest. debtor, who 
has the means of paying, to pay; and, therefore, I tried 40 
days. Ihave asked the high bailiffs of my different courts 
for the returns showing the effect of this imprisonment under 
the 40 day order upon debtors in my circuit between the 1st 
January and the 31st August of this year. In this court 
there have been 24 summonses issued, 24 served, 11 heard, 
and 5 orders made: one was not served in consequence of the 
debtor having absconded. There had been one arrest, and the 
debtor sent to prison, and he was imprisoned four days, and 
then he paid the debt which was £2 14s., as well.as the costs, 
7s, 9d. lam always careful not to make an order for imprison- 
ment for small sums unless there are special circumstances, 
and Ithinkthe most rigid philanthropist will hardly com- 
lain of one man out of twenty-four who came under the juris- 
iction being subjected to actualimprisonment, and who after- 
wards thinks better of itin four days and pays the dgbt and 
costs. As far as my experience goes the jurisdiction is a useful 
one, provided always care is taken by the Court that the order 
is not made in a case in which the Court is, not judicially 
satisfied that the debtor hasor has had the means of paying. 
Of course if this jurisdiction is not exercised with due care 
a considerable amount of injustice may be done, and it is the 
duty of a judge so to exercise it that imprisonment under 
it may not be confounded with imprisonment for crime. 
Where imprisonment is imposed for a criminal offence that 
has been committed, the person convicted must serve out 
his term of intprisonment unless he should be released by 
prerogative of the Crown ; but a man who is committed for 


40 days for dishonesty, and obstinately refusing to pay a | 
debt when he has the means and won’t pay, is imprisoned | 


under the order of the Court by his own act. And this is 
Such a case as that which occurred at Clitheroe. I shall be 
very sorry to be supposed to be an advocate for imprison- 
ment for debt. I mention these matters that the public 
may not be misled by any misapprehensions as to the 
manner in which the jurisdiction is exercised, so as to 
justify the conclusion that it is an oppression upon a poor 
debtor while it excludes the rich ; and I can only say that 
ifthe Legislature should think proper to take away this part 
ofmy jurisdiction they will relieve me of the most unplea- 
sant part of my duty. 
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Lord Penzance and Lord Justice James have been ap- 
pointed members of the Royal Commission to inquire into 
the grievances of military officers. 

Mr. Joseph Brown, Q.0., in his address at the Social 
Science Congress, stated that in the prosecution of the 
direotors of the British Bank tho expenses wore nearly 
£20,000, and that oven the Home Office were very unwilling 
to take it up, and only the resolute determination of tho 
late Lord Westbury, then Attorney-Genoral, overcame their 
reluctance. Could any private porson, he asked, have been 
expected to conduct the late prosecutions for forgory by 
the Bank of England, which woro said to have coat £20,000 ? 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

Last Quoratrow, Oct. 10, 1873. 
3 par Cent, Consols, 924 Annuities, April, 785 9§ 
Ditto for Account, 923 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced 90} Ex Bills, £1000, 24 per Ct. }24 dis 
New 3 per Cent., 903 Ditto, £500, Do 24 dis 
Do. 34 perCent., Jan, 94 Ditto, £100 & £200, 2 dis 
Do. 2$ per Cent., Jan. 794 Bank of England Stock, 4} pee 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. 73 Ct. (last half-year) 246 
Annuities, Jan. ’80— Ditte for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


{ndiaStk.,10}pCt.Apr.’74,205 | Ind. Enf.Pr.,5 pC., Jan.’72 
Dittofor Account. — Ditto,54 per Cent.,May,’79 1034. 
Ditto 5perCent., July, 7801084 | Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account,— April,’64— 

Ditto 4 perCeat., Oct. 88 102 Do.Do, 5 per Cent., Aug.’73 101 
Divto,ditto Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000 
%ittoHnfacedPpr.,4 per Cent.964| Dittc, ditto,under £1000 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





| Railways. 





Stock! Bristol and Exeter 
Stock! Caledonian . 
Stock) Giasgow and South-Western 

Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 

Stock’ Great Northern ...........secesseeeesss 

SOG |, Eig, A: BROAEP Wisin cepcncpovieieccondenqutecessteced 
Stock’ Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Stock) Great Western—Original 

Stock} Lancashire and Yorkshire 

Stock; London, Brighton, and South Coas 

Stock) London, Chatham, and Dover. 

Stock) London and North-Western 

St 2¢k| London and Soath Western 

Stock, Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincola 

Stock Metropolitan 
Stock} Do., District 
Stock: Midland 
Stock) North British 
Stock; North Eastern 
Stock; North London 
Stock! North Staffordshire .........cccsseses-enseeseeesseee 
Stock) South Devon . 100 | 
Stuck, South-Eastern ve, 100 | 


























Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 

The Bank rate has not been changed. There has been 
little demand for discount at the Bank, and the minimum 
rate for three months’ Bank bills inthe market has been 
$ per cent. under the Bank rate. The proportion of 
reserve to liabilities has again fallen, from 33} to abont 

23, Railway stocks advanced at the commencement of 
the week, and again on Wednesday there was an average 
rise of at least } per cent. caused by the favourable nature 
of the traffic returns. In the foreign market there has 
been little activity. French scrip on Monday closed at 
9} to } pm., bat on Thursday had relapsed to 8} to 3. 

Messrs. Grant Brothers & Co., as bankers and agents in 
Europe, are authorised by the River Plate and Brazil 
Telegraph Company (Companhia Telegraphica Platino- 
Brazileira) to offer for public subscription 4,550 shares of 
£20 each. The above-mentioned shares form part, and 
are the balance, of 19,550 shares of the company. The 
price of subscription is par, viz—£20 per share, payable by 
instalments after allotment of £5 each on Ist December, lst 
January, and 1st February, 1874. Sabscribers will be euti- 
tled to interest at the rate of six per cent. per annam up te 
the 15th April next by which time it is fully anticipated the 
cables willl be duly laid, and telegraphic communication 
established from the States of the River Plate to Rio de 
Janeiro, Bahia, Pernambuco, and Para, from which time 
dividends will acerue. The company is formed to conneot 
by a submarine cable the city of Rio de Janeiro with the 
cities of Montevideo and Buenos Ayres. For this purpose 
an exclusive privilege has been granted by the Imperial 
Government of Brazil for a period of forty years, By the 
terms of this concession, power is reserved to the govern: 
ment to purchaso the cables at any period after the expi- 
ration of ton years, upon tho advantageous terms of paying 
for the same on tho basis of the amount of the earnings of 
the five previous years ; the cable reverting to the govern. 
mont at the expiration of the terms of the concession ; 

a reserve fund of 10 per cent, of the earnings will be created 
with a view of providing for the repayment of thas portion 
of the capital represented by the cables. The submarine 
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cables have bees contracted for by Messrs. Siemens Bro- 
thers, who have engaged to ship the same by 20th February 
next, and upwards of 700 miles are already manufactured , 
leaving only about 430 miles to be completed. 

Messrs. Shorter, Clements, & Shorter announce that the 
lists of applications for 10,000 shares of the Newcastle 
Chemical Works Company (Limited) will be closed on 
Saturday, the 11th inst., for London, and on Monday, the 
13th inst., at twelve o’clock, for the country. 








LEGAL ITEMS. 


A meeting of the Articled Clerks’ Society was held on 
Wednesday last, the subject for the evening's debate being, 
“That Railways should be purchased and worked by the 
State.” The motion was lost by a majority of five. 


Among the guests who are expected to attend the 
fiftieth anniversary banquet of the Oxford Union Society, 
to be held at the Corn Exchange, Oxford, on the 22nd inst., 
under the presidency of the Lord Chancellor, are Lord 
Justice Mellish and the Attorney-General. 

Lord St. Leonards has been seriously unwell. Ten days 
ago his lordship went out for a carriage drive, and caught 
a violent cold, accompanied by inflammatory symptoms. 
His condition, however, has greatly improved, and the 
medical men who are in attendance upon him hope that all 
dangerous symptoms have passed away. 


At the Social Science Congress Mr. G. W. Hastings, on 
the authority of Mr. Dudley Field, gave a remarkable 
instance of the hardship of the existing American law with 
regard to the imprisonment of witnesses. When Mr. Fiske 
was shot in a hotel in New York two boys were witnesses 
of the attack made upon him. In order to prevent these 
two young boys being tampered with, or being possibly 
removed by the friends of the prisoner, they were put in 
prison, and they were in prisou at New York at this time, 
because the matter was not yet settled. An Act to abolish 
such a system as this had been adopted by the State of 
California, and in the State of Illinois the practice had 
also ceased to exist. It still continued, however, in the 
State of New York. 

The Gazette notifies that her Majesty, having deemed it 
expedient that a Royal Commission should inquire into 
the administrative departments of the Courts of Justice, as 
recommended in the second Report of the Select Committee 
appointed by the House of Commons to inquire into tke 
expenditure for Civil Services, has appointed Lord Lisgar, 
Sir George William Wilshere Bramwell, Mr. William Law, 
Mr.G.0. Trevelyan, M.P., Mr. Algernon Edward West, C.B., 
and Mr. Francis William Rowsell to make inquiry into the 
numbers, salaries, superannuations, and cost, and the 
administration, regulation, organisation, manner of appoint - 
ment and of promotion for each establishment of the afore- 
said departments, and to recommend who ought to be respon- 
sible for the organisation of such establishments, and what 
should be their relation to the Commissioners of the 
Treasury. They are aiso to report whether and in what 
manner the large number of persons formerly connected 
with Courts of Justice who are in the receipt of compen- 
sation on abolition of office might be utilised by being ap- 
pointed to other offices in these establishments, and what 
rales should be laid down as to compensation on abolition 
of judicial offices or of subordinate offices in these estab- 
lishments. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


Lawix—On October & 2 12 © Rceenasiad: South Kensing- 
ton, the wife of F. A. Lewin, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister- 
pre bayer 
Warrexs—On October 8, at Ewell, Surrey, the wife of W. 
Mamoth Walters, Eoy., of ENE, 9 Sts eee 


annus ‘Sapennatare October at St. Ives’, Cornwall, 
EAwari Gasking wlicitor, Plymouth, to Elizabeth 


Frances, younger of LN. Tremearne, Ysq., of 
&. Ives’. 


Purex—On October 2, at Noten, nee Leicester, William 
Foe, Ea, Crk oh the Yeace fot the omaty of s 





LONDON GAZETTES, 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Turspay, Oct. 7, 1873. 
Atkinson, John, William Bartlett and J. F. H. Atkinson, Attorneys and 
solicitors, Liverpool. Sept 30. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Tvespay, Oct 7, 1873, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Stanleys Bread and Biscuit Company, Limited.—The Lord Chancellor 
acting for the Master of the Rolls has, by an order, dated Aug 20, 
appointed David McClure Stevens, Guildford, to be official liquidator 


Creditors under Estates in Chaacery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farivar, Oct 3, 1873. 

Flower, Clarinda Faith, Green lanes, Highbury New Park. Oct 29, 
Lane v Flower, Flower v Flower, V.C. Malins, Smith, Denbigh st, 
Warwick square, 

Creditors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Glaim. 
Fripay, Oct 3, 1873 

Beake, Edward Lane, St Ann’s hil!, Wandsworth, Outfitter. Nov 15, 
Harston, Gresham st 

B'ackford. Mary, Bewdley, Worcester. Jan 1. Marcy, Bewdley 

Brittain, William, Shustoke, Warwick, Yeoman. Oct 31. Duke, Bir. 
mingham 

Clapham, Mary, Blenheim crescent, Notting hill, Nov 29. Bloxam 
and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Clay, Elizabeth, Rastrick, York. Dec 31. Ford and Co, Leeds 

Cook, Charles, Powis st. Woolwich, Draper. Nov 25. Pritchard and 
Engleficld, Little Trinity lane 

Deacon. Rachel, Paddington green, Nov 10. Presswell, Oid Jewry 

Edwards, Peter, Liverpool, Gas Reut Collector. Dec 1, Holt and 
Rowe, ‘Liverpool 

Firmin, Ephraim, I-swich, Suffoik, Sack Cloth Manufacturer, Nov 1, 
Grimsey and Co, Ipswich 

Gooch, Richard, Peterborough, Northampton, Rector. Nov 15. Lewia 
and Co, Southampton st, Strand 

Harris, Samuel, Sydney, New South Wales, Sargeon. Nov29. Boxall, 
Brighton 

Jepson, Harriet Brackenbury, Tarnham Green, Nov 21. Dee, Horn. 
castle 

Johnson, Mary Anne, Trench, Salop. Nov 17. Fisher and Hodges, 
Newport 

Lacy, Thomas Hailes, Suttor,Surrey, Esq. Nov 30. Clarke, Serjeant'’s 
inn, Fleet st 

Leonard, Thomat, Redwick, Monmouth, Baptist Minister. Dec 8, 
Greenway and Bythewey, Pontypool 

Mills, William, Albany rd, Comberwel!, Gent. Dec 1. Chester’ 
Newington butts 

Morphew, Jeffery, Cheriton, Kent, E-xq. Dec 1. Bartlett, Arthur st 
West, Loudon bridge 

Phythian, Mary, Liverpool. Oct 20. Bartley, Liverpool 

Presland, John, Charlotte st, Blackfriars rd, Hat Trimming Maker. 
Nov 23. Pritchard and Englefield, Little Trinity lane 

Rowan, David, Preston, Lancashire, Draper. Nov 10, Forshaw, 


Preston 

Ty-on, William, Wandstead, Essex, Gent. Nov 10. Harcourt and 
Macarthur, Moorgate s< 

Yates, Joun, Ashton, Bryanston square, Esq. Novi. Holt and Rows, 


Liverpoool 
Bankrupts. 
Faipar, Oct 3, 1873, 
Under the Bankruptcy. Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in London, 

Bruce, James Earnest Brodenell, Stone buildings, tinnins inn, Bar- 

rister at law. Pet Sept 30. Brougham. Oct 16 at 12.30 
Swi WwW G gardens, rT wane ER Eesex 

Mifle Milita. Pet Sept 29. Hache. Oct’ atl 

To Surrender in the rave che 

Ash, Frederick, Portsmou th, ory cia Salesman. Pet Sept 2%. 

Howard. Portemouth, Oct 13 at 
Bates, Thomas, Holling, Kent, ni Pet Sapt 30. Acworth. Roc 

ester, Oct 17 at 
jaa, Oot Chistenham, Gloucester, Jeweller. Pet Oct 1, Gale 


serpent Pet Oct 1. Watson. Liverpool, Oct 4 


— 

Tengen, B Rosina Sophia, Southport, Lodging house keeper. Pet 06 
\. atsoo. Liverpool, Oct 14 at 2 

a Charis, Bristol, Carver. Pet Sept 30. Harley, Bristol, O¢ 


Toxspay, Oct. 7, 1872. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Booth, George, Leesfield, near Manchester, Gent. Pet Oct 3, Hal 
«Lyne, Oct 23 at 11 
a Liseard, Cheshire, Corn Broker. Pet Oct 2. Wate 


, Oct 20 at 2 
’ Die Maker. Pet Oct 4. Roigers. ShetBeld. 
Oct 22 at t 


‘Mam, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler, Pet Oct 3. Wale 
Bheftield, Oct 22 at 12 





Oct. 11, 1873. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


931 








BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Faipay, Oct. 3, 1873. 
Sands, James Isaacks, Great Mitchell st, St Luke’s, Pawnbroker- 
7 


Sept 2 
Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Turspay, Sept. 30, 1873. 

Anderson, William; jun, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Surgeon. 
at offices of Elsdon, Royal arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Baker, Robert. Exeter, Licensed Victualler. Oct 15 at 12 at the 
Foresters’ Arms Inn, Commercial rd, Exeter. Fioud, Exeter 

Barron, Ellen, Lancashire, Northmeols, out of businass. Oct 15 at 4 at 
at offices of Parr and Sadler, Lord st, Southport 

Barry, John, Exeter, Bookseller. Oct 16 at 11 at offices of Harris and 
Co, Gandy stchambers, Exeter. Huggins, Exater 

Bennett, William, Hastings, Sussex, Stationer. Oct 13 at 1 at offices of 
Savery, Trivity st, Hastings 

Blakey. John, and Samuel Bush, Liverpool, Boot Makers. Oct 6 at 10 
at offices of Rogerson, Cuok st, Liverpool 

Bond, Silas, Liverpool, Boot Dealer, Oct 16 at 3 at o‘lices of Lawrence 
and Dixon, Harrington st, Liverpool 

Broome, John, Seething lane, Great Tower st, Ship Agent. Oct 15 at 3 

Oct 


Oct 16 at3 


at offices of Grout and Stephenson, Suffulk lane, Cannon st 

Butt, Thomas, Metropolitan Meat Market, Smithfield, Victualler. 
23 at 2 at offices of Nash and Co, Suffolk lane 

Cadiot, Emmanuel Horace, and Joh. Johnson, Qiean Vieroria st, 
Commercial Agents. Oct 14 at 1 at offices of Kemp and Co, Walbrook . 
Wickens, Old Broad st 

Callow, ‘Walter, Atresford, Hants, Saddler. Oct 13.ac 1 at the Masons’ 
Hall Tavern. Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. Shenton, Winchester 

Carter, George, Birmingham, Grocer. Oct 4 at 1 at the Acorn Hotel, 
Temple st, Birmingham, Powell, Birmingham 

Challenor, William Adolphus, Margate, Kent, Licensed Victualler. 
Oct 6 at 2 at the George and Dragon, Cavendish st, Ramsgate 

Clews, Henry, Claudius Edward Habicht, Alexander Taylor, and 
Theodore $ Fowler, Old Broad st, Ametican Bankers. Oct 23 at 2 
at offices of Cooper and Co, George st, Mansion Houss. Hillyer and 
Co, Fenchurch st 

Cornell, Alfred William, Mortlake, Surrey, Draper. Oct 7 at 3 at office 
of Sherrad, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Crisp, William, locking, Norfolk, Carpenter. Oct 14 at 12 at offices of 
Ward, Tuesday Market place, King’s Lynn 

Crookal!, Robert, and John Crookall, Bolton, Lancashire, Tea Dealers. 
Oct 15 at 10 at offices of Richardson and Dowling, Wood st, Bolton 

Duncan, John, Liverpool, Painter. Oct 14 at 2 at offices of Harris, 
Union court, Castle st, Liverpool 

Dyer, Leon, King Henry’srd, Primrose Hill, Gant. Oct 15 at 3 at office 
of Yeo and Warner, Hart st, Bloomsbury square 

Oct 9 at 11 at offices of 


Oct 14 at 11 at offices of 





Evans, Lewis, Pengawse, Pembroke, Farmer, 
Howell, Park st, Lianelly 
Winter and Francis, St Gi:es st, Norwich 
Fisher, Thomas, Seacombe, Cheshire, Butcher. Oct 8 at 4 at offices of 
Liverpeol 
Garvey, Henry, Liverpool, Pees Dealer. Oct 13 at 2 at offices of 
Golding, Charles Raiph, Ventnor, Isle of Wight, Ironmonger. Oct 10 at 
Hancock, James, Lower Wandsworth rd, Mason. Oct )6 at 2 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. 3 Michael, Basinghall st 
Killby, Portland st, Southampton 
Hawkes, William, Windsor, Berks, Saddler. Oct 15 at 3 atthe Bull 
Henderson, Eliza, and George Walker, York, Confectioners. Oct 14 at 
12 at?Abbott’s Railway Hotel, Tanner row, York. Wood & Co, York 
of business. Qct 11 at 3at offices of Pain, Marylebone rd 
‘arwick, Car Proprietor. Oct 13 at 
12 at 36, Warwick st, Leamington Priors. Overell 
Higgins, Thomas, Birmingham, out of busiaess. Oct 11 at 3 at the 
Hogg, Tocmas, Middleham, York, Innkeeper. Uct 16 at 10.15 at the 
iden Lion Hotel, Northallerton. Waistell 
and Malcolm, Park row, Leeds 
olmes, George William, Ipswich, Suffulk, Miller. Oct 13 at 3 at office 
Ww) 
Howe, Thomas Leuthwaite, Cardiff, Artist. Oct 14 at 11 at offices of 
Morgan, High st, Cardiff 
offices of Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 
. Edward Angustus, Epton-cum-Chalvey, Buckingham, Coal 
a 
Linsdell. Henry, and Isaac Partridge, Sackville st, Piccadilly, Jewellers. 
Oct 15 at 2 at the Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham st. Silberberg, 
the Red Lion Hotel, Leek 
Meyrick, James, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Tailor. Oct 16 at 12 at 
“Miller, James, sen, and James Miller, jun, Qlifton rd, Peckham, 
Elastic Gueset Manufacturers, Oct 7 at 4 at offices of Nind, St Benet’s 
Morris, Ci Tewkesb’ 
of Moores an wong hb ewkeabury 
12 at office of Wiltshire, Hall Plain, Great Yarmouth 
Ki arer, Oct at s * offices of 
tmingham 
Robert, Wh ctor. t 17 at leat the 
Fox Tae See, Whitoburch, Brooke, Nantwich 
Storer, Fountain st, . 


Fennell, Mary Adelaide, Norwich, Stationer, 
Gibson and Bolland, South Joha st, Liverpool. Evans and Loccett , 
Hughes, Lord st, Liverpoo! 
12 at the Star and Garter Hotel, Victoria st, Wolverhampton. Urry 
Hatcher, Frank, South Ss Oct 14 at 2 at effices of 
Hotel, Peascod st, Windsor. Mason, Gresham st 
Hepworth, Alfred George, Somerford grove, Stoke Newington rd, out 
Hewitt, Job, Leamington Priors, W: 
Castle and Falcon Hotel, Snow hit!, Birmingham 
Hollings, Edmund, Leeds, Draggist. Oct 11 at 11 at offices of Fawcett 
of Vulliamy, Tower st, Ipswich 
Jacobs, Julius, Edgbaston, Warwich, General Dealer. Oct 13 at 3 at 
erchant, Oct 14 at ll at the Crown Hotel, Slough, Charsley, 
Cornhill 
Lovatt, William, Leek, Stafford, Silk Manufrcturer, Oct 4 at 12 at 
offices of Ward, St Peter's walk, Wolverhampton 
place, Graccchurch st 
» Gloucester, Baker, Oct 13. at 11 at office 
Murrell James, Great ag sg ge General Dealer, Oct 17 at 
. Boot Mannfact 
Wright and Marshall, Townhali chambers, New 
itchareh, ' Cheesefa 
Grocer, Oct 16 at 3 at oftices of 





Sewell, William, Wrexham, Denbigh, Mercer. Oct 13 at 12 at offices 
of Boydel l and Co, Pepper st, Chester 

Shackell, Thomas, Bith .Somerset, Carp-nter. = Oct 6 at 2 at 18, Upper 
Borough walls, Bath. Elleston, Bristol 

Shea, David, Glenvil le grove, Mornington rd, New Cross, Glass 
Bottle Manufacturer. Oct 1l at Il at offices of Carter, Old Jewry 
chambers 

Siman, William, Birmingham, Engineer. Oct 10 at 3 at offices of 
Wright and Mars>all, T ownhall chambers, New st, Birmingham 

Simpson, Charles, Kings ton-upon-Hall, Builder. Oct 13 at 2 at office of 
Summers, Manor st, K ingston-upon-Hull 

Smith, John, and John Hewitt. Old st, 8t Luke’s, Engineers. Oct 22 at 
3 at offices of Harcourt and Macarthur, Moorgate st 

Smith, William Hudson, and Alfred Edward Slight, Nottingham, Lace 
Merchants. Oct !4 at 12 at offices of Acton, Victoria st, Nottingham 

Spedding, Charles, Leeds, Wooilen Manufacturer, Oct 14 at 3 at office 
of Middleton and Sons, P rk row, Leeds 

Taylor, Frederick, Newark-upoi-Trent, Notts, Butcher. Oct 20 at 12 
at the Newark Arms, Newarkeupon-Trent. Belk, Notticgham 

Thomas, Elijah Edwin, Fonthill rd, Seven Sisters’? rd, Stonemason. 
Oct 22 at 12 at offices of Chamberlain Basinghall st 

Trachy, Philip, Kirkdale, Lancashire, Master Mari er. Oct 24 at 3 at 
offices of Lowe, Castle »t, Liverpool 

Turner, John Harrison, Beacon Hill, St Lawrence, Essex, Farmer. 
Oct 16 at 3 at offices of Hicklin and Washington, Trinity square, 
Southwark 

Turtle, John Bainton, Duke st, London Bridge, Flag Maker. Oct li at 
12 at offices of Silberberg, Cornhill 

Valters, James, Great Danmow, Essex, Common Brewer. Oct 16 at 11 
at the Green Dragon ilotel, Bishopsgate st, Snell, Great Danmow 

Wheeler, Joseph, Elcho rd, Shaftesbary Park, Wandsworth rd, Plas- 
terer. Oct 15 at 10 15 at offices of Kisch and Co, Welliazton st, Strand 

Zezers, Peter John, Highwood hill, Middlesex. Oct 13 at 3 at offices of 
Salaman, King st, Cheapside 
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Baker, John Worrall, Liverpooi, Hatter. Oct 23 at 2 at offices of 
Hughes, Lord st, Liverpool 
Barton, George, Kent House rd, Sydenham, Commission Ageni. Oct 
ll at 2 at the Bridge House Hotel, Borough High st. Parsons, Fish 
st hill 
Blake, Rev William, Wetheral, Cumberland, Oct 16 at 12 at offices of 
Dobinson and Watson, Bank at, Carlisle 
Braithwaite, Walter, Flixton, York, Farmer. 
Watts, Huntriss row, Scarborough 
Briggs, Albert Flesher, Otley, York, Grocer. 
Fawcett and Malcolm, Park row, Leeds 
Capsey, William fori, Birmingham, Butcher. Oct 13 at 11 at the 
cown Hotel, St Mary st, Shrewsbury 
Carlisle, Robert, Scalby, York, Grocer, Oct 15 at3 at offices of Carlile 
and Co, St Thoms st, Scarboro2gh 
Oct 16 at 3 
Philp and 


Oct 16 at3 at offices of 
Oct 14 at 3 at offizes of 


Clark, Edward, River terrace, Chelsea, Brick Merchant. 
at o'tices of Mardon and Co, Chaps! place, Poultry. 
Behrend, Pancras lave, Queen st 

Cocksedge, Charles William, Lawrence lane, Chesvside, Warehouse- 
man. Oct 23 at 3 at offics of Edwards and Co, King st, Cheapside, 
Perria, King st, Cheapside 

Collings, Albert Seymour, Theberton st, Islington, Corn Merchant. 
Oct 17 at 2 at otfices of Porter, Leadenhall ss 

Davies, John, Llandudno, Carnarvon, Refreshment house Keeper. Oct 
18 at 2 at the Birmingham Arms, Llandudno. Blachford and Riches, 
Great Swan alley, Moorgate +t 

Davies, William Rosser, Garnditfaith, Monmouth, Innkeeper. Oct 20a6 
10 at the Crown Hotel, Pontypool. Morgan, Newport 

Farmery, William, Scothern, ‘Lincoln, Butcher. Uct 14 at 3 at offices 
of Page, jun, Flaxen gate, Lincoln 

Fenbow, Thomas, Bishopwearmonth, Sunderland, Mattress Manufac- 
turer. Oct 15 at 2 at offices of Robinson, John st, Sunderland 

Fielding, Geot ge, Manchester, Publio Accountant. Oct 20 at 3 at office 
of Storer, Fouatain st, Manchester 

Fisher, Thomas, Seacombe, Cheshire, Butcher. Oct 8 at 4 at offices of 
or reg Bolland, South John st, Liverpool. Evans and Lockett, 

ve 

Flower, Richard Vincent, Woodstock terrace, Stroud green rd. Fins- 
bury Park, Lawyer's Cierk. Oct13 at 11 at offices of Curling, King's 

Bedford row 


rd, 
Foster, Benjamin, and John Hirst, Bradford, York, Staff Manufacturers. 
Oct 10 at 10 at offices of Rhodes, Duke st, Bradford 
ree. Edward, and David Fueiling, Neeld terrace, Harrow rd, Corn 
tors. 


Oct 17 at 4 at offices of Bathbone and Webber, Upper 

Thames st. Button and Co, Henrietta st 

Goodwin, John Wesley, Kinder st, Old Kent ni, Grocer, Oct 20 at 2 at 
offices of Birchall, London wall. Harrison, London wall 

Goulden, John, Southampto., Retailer of Beer, Oct 13 at 3 at offices of 

kk, Portland st, Southampton 

Greenwood, William, Batley Carr, York, Grocer, Oct 15 at 3 at offices 
of Ibberson, Dewsbary 

Guillaume, Frederick Alfre!, Chiswell st, Finsbury, Stationer, Oct 13 
at 12 at olfices of Miller and Miller, Sherborne lane 

Halfpenny, Elijah, Crewe fown, Cneshire, Painter, Oct 15 at il at 
Temple chambers, Oak st, Crewe Town. Cooke 

Harwood, John, Blackburn, Lancashire, Draper. Oct LZ atl at office of 
Gregory, York st, Manchester. Halt and Hoiland, Blackbarn 

Helm, J toma pe Halifax, York, out of business Oct 16 at 4 at 
offices of Learoyd and Learsyd, Buxton mi, Haddersteld 

Henning, Charles, and Henry Charies Henning, Chiswick, Builders. 
Oot 1S at 8 at offices of the Alliance Keonomie Company, Lincoln's inn 
fields, Nisbet and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Hinde, Charles _ Jopson, Li Commission Agent. Oct 20 at2 at 
offices of Gibson and Bolland, South Joha st, Liverpool 

Jenkyns, Hound, Hants, Farmar, Oct 14 at t at offices of 
Lee and Portland wore Southampton 

Jones, “ey urch UVoppeahall, Cheshire, Farmer, Oct 18 at 2 at 
offices of Latham and Bygott, Market st, Orewe 

Marriott, Joseph Collyer, Murray st, New Noreh rd, Hoxtoa, Farrier. 
Oot 22 at 2 at aftices of Buteher, 

any Newport, Monmouth, Confectioner, Oct 20 at LI at office 
of and Oo, Dock at, Newport 
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Mason, William Andrew, Little Driffield, Jot. Nurseryman. Oct 17 
at 2 at offices of Jennings, Great Driffield 

McMane, Catherine, Dewsbury Moor, York, a Oct 21 at 
10.15 at offices of Scholes and Son, Leeds rd, Dewsbur 

Miller, William, Monchester, Fancy Box Maker. Oct ef at 3 at offices 
of Storer, Fountain st, Manchester 

Monkton. William Palmer, Liverpool rd, Islington, Butcher. Oct 20 at 
2 at offices of Ashley and Tee, Frederick’s place, Old Jewry 

Mulligan, Edward, Sheffield, Grocer. Oct 17 at 3 at offices of Single- 
ton, St James row, Sheffield 

Noaks, Elizabeth, and John Noaks, Cheam, Surrey, Brewers. Oct 28 at 
12 at offices of Chinery and Aldridge, Es-ex st, Strand 

Page, John, Beckenham, Kent, Licensed Victualler. Oct 21 at 3 at 
Offices of Bowen, Basinghall st. Gregory, Bromley 

Pharaoh, Chrispin, Grange, Cartmel, Lancashire, Builder, Oct 15 at 
1l at the Temperance Hall, Ulverston. Jackson, Ulverston 

Pook, Thomas, Newgate st, Cork Merchant. Oct 14 at 2 at office of 
Heald and Co, Moorgate st. Parke 

Prior, Robert Thomas, Bocking End, Essex, Cabinet Maker. Oct 13 at 
1] at offices of Whites and Co, Budgerow, Cannon st. Meggy 

Puleford, Thomas Henry, Princes st, Leicester square, Builder. Oct 23 
at 4 at offices of Button and Co, Henrietta st, Covent garden 

Rees, David, Carmarthen, Boot Maker. Oct 13 at 10.15 at offices of 
Evans, Queen s*, Carmarthen 

Rider, Thomas, Leeds, out of busines3. Oct 14 at 1 at office of Routh, 
Park row, Leeds. Billinton 

Ripley, Thomas, Leeds, Dealer in Provisions. Oct 20 at 2 at offices of 
Harile, Victoria chamtbers, South parade, Leeds 

Roberts. John, Shrewsbury, Salop, Boot Maker. Oct 14 at 11 at offices 
of Morris, Swan hill, Sorewsbury 

Roe, William Sleath, Great Bowden, Leicester, Brush Maker, Oct 15 
at 2 at offices of Owston, Friar lane, { eicester 

Sentt, James, George st, Portland place, Cowkeeper. Oct 20 at 2 at the 
Guildhail Coffee nouse, Gresham st 

Shalders, Frederick, Blossom st, Norton Fo'gate, out of business. Oct 
18 at 2 at offices of Popham, Vincentterrace, Islington 

Simpson, John, Olaham, Lancashire, Butcher, Oct 15 at 3 at office of 
Mann, Marsden st. Manchester 

Tharstaus, John, Wolverhampton, Stafford, no occupation, Oct 13 at 
10.30 at offices of Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Taonmore, Frederick, Liverpool, Furniture Broke r. Oct 16 at 3 at office 
of Nordon, Cook st, Liverpool 

Walker, John, and Samuel James Harrison, Blackburn, Lancashire, 
Tailors. Oct 14 at 2% at offices of Payne, Cooper st, Manchester. 
Back house, Biackburn 

Walsh, Joseph, Halifax, York, Provision Dealer. Oct9 at 3 at offices of 
Booceck Silver st, Halifax 

Watson, James, Batley, York, Innkeeper. Oct 14 at 3 at the Royal 
Hotel, Dewsbury. Ibberson, Dewsbury 

Wilkinson, George, Kiugston-upon-Hull, Labourer. Oct 15 at 2 at 
Offices of Rollit and Son, Trinity House lane, Kingston-upon-Hul | 

Williams, Thomas Howell, Bristol, Bookbinder. Oct17 at | at offices of 
Sweet and Burroughs, Bridge st, Bristol 


Toespar, Oct 7, 1873. 

a George, Bath, Gent. Oct 20 at 12 at office of Cook, Henrietta 
st, Bath 

Ambler, John, Sale, Cheshire, Ale Dealer. Oct 22 at 3 at offices of 
Gardoer and Horner, Cross st, Manchester 

Allnutt, Henry, Colverstone crescent, Dalston, Vinegar Merchant. 
Oct 17 at 12 at offices of Westall and Co, Leadenhall st 

Bagshawe, John James, Sheffield, Steel Manufacturer. Oct 15 at 2 at 
Office of Bromhead and Co, Bank chambers, George st. Sheffield 

Barker, James, Manchester, Fruiterer. Oct 20 at 11 at offices of Mann, 
Marsden st, Manchester 

Beckey, William, ucester rd, Camberwell, Builder. Oct 22 at3 at 
offices of Bannister and R-binson, Philpot lane, Fencharch st 

Berrisford, John, Alpraham, Cheshire, Laboorer. Oct 24 at 3 at 
Temple chambers, Oak st,Crewe Town. Cooke 

Bingham, Richard Frank, Sheffield, Grocer. Oct 16 at 4 at offices of 
Ciegg and Son, Bank st, Sieffield 

Blakeley, David, and Joseph Blakeley, Batley, York, Cloth Finishers. 
Oct 21 at 3 at the Koyal Hotel, Dewsbury. . lbberson, Dewsbury 

Bradley, Benjamin, and Thomas Bradley, Fulham rd, Builders. Oct 
16 at 12 at offices of Tomlin, Old Burlington st 

Barghali, John, Warrington, Lancashire, Builder, Oct 21 at 3 at 
Office- of Brookes, Horsemarxet st, Warrington. Davies and Brook, 
Warrington 

Batterwcrth, James, Biackpool, Lancashire, Baker. Oct 23 at 3 at the 
Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester. Blackburne, Oldham 

Carr, William, Newcastie-npoo-Tyne, Bacon Factor. Oct2l at 3 at 
Offices of Eledon, Arcade, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 

Choice. Joseph, Burbage, Leicester, Beerselier. Oct 21 at 1 at office of 
Owston, Friar lane, Leicester 

Cistterbuck, James, Holloway rd, Cheesemonger. Oct 23 at 3 at office 
of Lewis, Hatton garden, Ho! born 

Cele, Isaac, Kebin Hood lane, Poplar, Rigger. Oct 20 at 10 at the 
Gaildhall Tavern. Mind 

Cooper, William James, Burslem, Stafford, Printer. ve 14 at 1 at the 
Whest Steaf Hotel, Stoke-upon-Trent, Lees, Burs 

Cotton, Walter, Jarrom, Darham, Ale Merehant. Oot at 21 at 11 at offices 
Tyee Hodge and Harle, Wellington place, Pilgrim st, Newcastle-upon- 


Geempton, Jenses Geonge, Statkpert, Chedhiee, ist Manufacturer. Oct 
21 at a at offices of Sampson, St James’s chambers, South King st, 


Darnford, Hesry, Spencer rd, ~ rd, Builder. Oct 23 at ll at 
ces of Underwoot , Chancery lane 

Eason, Willian, T 
Gorham and Warner, High st, 

Ferrari, Achille, Dewsbary, ae. 23 at 11 at the 


+ pew dag ne Wakefield. Chat 
Lenotbard Grocer. Oct 20 at 11 at 
Ping, Jong, baer, Joiner. Oct 26 1 at offices 
Fleming, Dorham. atil at 
aaa, Saami 2 office of 
Gavin, Greengrocer, 2 
Phillips, Moor w, Cirmingham perp or: 





Gensz, John William, Huddersfield, Merchant’s Clerk. Oct 25 at1 at 
office of Armitage, Lord st, Huidersfield 

Gibbs, William, Leicester, Drape’. Oct 20 at 12 at offices of Owston, 
Friar lane, Leicester 

Gilby, Henry, Bures St Mary, Suffolk, Soddler, Oct 18 at 12 at the 
Green Dragon Hotel, Bishopsgate st. Mumford, Sudbury 

Gillard, Sidney Wright, Half Moon st, Bishopsgate, Export Oilman, 
Oct 21 at 2 at the City Terminus Hotel, Cannon st. Phillips and 
Willicombe, Mark lane 

Goodman, Reuben, Birmingham, General Dealer. Oct 17 at 3 ag 
offices of Duke, Christ Church passage, Birmingham 

Gorse, Joseph, Bolton, Lancashire. Operative Cotton Spinner. Ost 18 
&t 11 at offices of Winder, Bowker’s row, Bolton 

Hemming, William, Aston, near Birmingham, Baker. Oct 15 at 12 at 
offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Henton, Henry, Dunstable, bedford, Dyer. Oct 17 at 11 at offices of 
Russel, Walbrook 

Hewitt, William Henry, Birmingham, Jewel'er. Oct 17 at 12 at offices 
of Duke, Christ Church passage, Birmingham 

Hogben, Thomas, Hastings, Sussex, Coach Builder. Oct 18 at 1 atoffice 
of Savery, Trinity st, Hastings 

Houghton, John, Aubourn, Lincoln, Baker. Oct 21 at 11 at offices of 
Page, jun, Flaxen gate, Lincoln 

Hunt, William, Norfolk terrace, Bayswater, Dealer in Sewing Machines, 
Oct 13 at 12 at 15, Devonshire st, Hammersmith rd. Morris 

Jackson, Henry, Borough market, Fruit Salesman. Oct 16 at 10 at the 
Anchor Tavern, Bankside. Sherwood, Carey st 

Jackson, Walter Richard, Chatham, Kent, Uarpenter. Oct 23 at 3 at 
offices of Hayward, High st, Rochester 

Jennings, Sam, Bradford, York, Worsted Spinner. Oct 24 at 11 at 
offices of Busfeild and Atkinson, Dale st, Kirkgate, Bradford 

Lambert, Emile a Speculo, Andover, Hanis, Teacher =: Languages, 
Oct 23 at 3 at the Globe Hotel, Iligh st, Andover. Lam 

Lawson, Jabez, Leeds, Slater. Oct 22 at 2 at office of > HLorstall ang 
Latimer, Park row, ‘eeds 

Lister, John George, Milford, Pembroke, Shipbuilder. Oct 28 at! at 
the Guildhall, Carmarthen. Botterell, Sanderland 

Long, Joseph, Manchester, Commission Merchant. Oct 17 at 4 at 
offices of Addleshaw and Werburton, King st, Manchester 

Manning, Peter, Liverpool, Hardware Merchant. Oct 17 at 3 at offices 
of Qvinn, South John st, Liverpool 

Marshall, Ebenezer, Holloway rd, Upholsterer. Oct 20 at 3 at the 
Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham st. Sampson and Co, Finsbury 
circus 

Matthews, Arthur, High st, Deptford, Draper. Oct 13 at 2 at office of 
Vernede, Craven st, Strand 

Niblett, Charles, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Aerated Water Manufacturer, 
Oct 20 at 11 st offices of Marshall, Essex place, Cheltenham 

Noakes, John Frederick, Old Kent rd, Grocer. Oct 20 at 12 at offices of 
Izard and Betts, Eastcheap. Reed ‘and Lovell, Basinghball st 

Peeke, George, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Nurseryman, Oct 18 at 10 a 
offices of Stone and Simpson, Church rd, Tunbridge Wells 

Purdy, William, York, Draper. Oct 20 ac 12 at offices of Crumbie, 
Stonegate, York 

Rigby, Samuel, and Thomas Gillbanks, Radcliffe, Lancashire Brewers, 
Oct 18 at 11 at the Commercial Hotel, Market st, Manchester, 
Ashworth, Rochdale 

Robinson, Thomas, Beachampton, Buckingham, Publican, Oct 29 ab 
11 at offices of Jeffery, Market square, Northampton 

Simonds, Fanny, Susan Wyatt, and Annie Simonds, Red Hill, Edgware, 
Assistants to a Schoolmaster, Oct 28 at 12 at ‘offices of Buchanan, 
Basinghall st 

Smart, William, Hungerford, Berks, Pork Butcher, Oct 17 at 11 at 
offices of Goulter, Hanger ford 

Stevens, Vernon, Tyler’s Green, Bucks, Tailor. Oct 21 at 3 at the 
White Hart Inn, Chepping Wycombe, Spicer, Great Marlow 

Tettmar, Charies Jossph, Biacspool, Lancashire, Dealer in Fancy 
Goods. Oct 20 at 11 at offices of Plant and Abbott, Cannon st, Preston 

Thompson, George, Burscovgh, Lancashire, Manufacturing Chemist. 
Oct 22 at 11 at offices of Walton, Townhall, Southport 

Tragheim, Nicolai, West Hartlepool, Durham, Furniture Dealer. Oct 
16 at ll at offices of Todd, Surtees st, West Hartlepool 

Tyler, James Buris, St Nedts, Huntingdon, Corn Dealer. Oct 20 at 12 
at the New Inn, High st, St Neots, Ellison and Burrows, Cambridge 

Wallace, Joseph, Ryton, Darham, Farmer. Oct 23 at 12 at offices of 
Keenlyside and Forster, St John’s chambers, Grainger st West, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Winship, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Walsh, Patrick, Wrexham, Denbigh, Hatter. Oct 18 at3 at the Crown 
Hotel, Cooper st, Manchester. Sherratt 

Walton, James, Matthew Walton, and Thomas Warburton, Manchester, 
Warp and Yarn Bleachers. Oct 21 at 3 at offices of Walker and 
poy ogt , Temple chambers, St James square, Manchester. Grandy 
and Oo, Bory 

White, Thomas Askell, Russell st, Covent Garden, Grocer. Oct 31 at? 
at officesof Nash and Co, Suffolk lane, Cannon st 

Whitworth, Richard Rawson, jan, Nottingham, Confectioner, Oct 17 a6 
-- — offices of Hogg, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 

Fhe ges Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Grozer. Oct 16 at 2at 
ofiees Dobson, Gosford st, Middlesborough 

Wintle, Willem Cheltenham. Gloucester, Fruiterer. Oct 13 at 12 a6 
officesof Potter, Northfield House, North place, Cheltenham 

Woilstanholme, Robert, Great Harwood, near Accrington, Lanoashire, 
Cotton ~~ amy Oct 24 at 3 at offices of Sale and Co, Booth st, 
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